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As a Muslim, I’m Fed Up with the 
Hypocrisy of the Free Speech Fundamentalists 


n 7 January 2015, at about 

11:30 am local time, two 
masked gunmen armed with assault 
rifles and other weapons forced 
their way into the offices of the 
French satirical weekly newspaper 
Charlie Hebdo in Paris. They fired 
up to 50 shots, while shouting “Al- 
lahu Akbar” (Arabic for “God is 
great”), killing eleven people and 
injuring eleven others. The gunmen 
identified themselves as belonging 
to Al-Qaeda’s branch in Yemen 
(Al-Qaeda in the Arabian Penin- 
sula), which took responsibility for 
the attack. 

On 9 January the suspects, 
brothers Said and Chérif Kouachi, 
were located and killed by police in 
a Paris suburb. 

On 11 January, about two mil- 
lion people, including more than 40 
world leaders, met in Paris for a 
rally of national unity, and 3.7 mil- 
lion people joined demonstrations 
across France. The phrase Je suis 
Charlie (French for “I am Charlie”) 
was a common slogan of support at 
the rallies and in social media. The 
remaining staff of Charlie Hebdo 
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continued weekly publication; issue 
No. 1178 sold out a print run of 
seven million copies in six lan- 
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French-only 60,000. 
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(Emphasis in bold supplied) 


“Apparently, it isn’t just Muslims 
who get offended.” 


13 January 2015 
Dear liberal pundit; 


As a Muslim, I’m fed up with 
the hypocrisy of the free speech 
fundamentalists. The response to 
the inexcusable murder of Charlie 
Hebdo’s staff has proved that many 
liberals are guilty of double stand- 
ards when it comes to giving of- 
fence. 

You and I didn’t like George W 
Bush. Remember his puerile decla- 
ration after 9/11 that “either you are 
with us, or you are with the terro- 
rists”? Yet now, in the wake of an- 
other horrific terrorist attack, you 
appear to have updated Dubbya’s 
slogan: ... either you are with free 
speech or you are against it..., “Ei- 
ther vous étes Charlie Hebdo or 
you’re a freedom-hating fanatic.” 

Pm writing to you to make a 
simple request: please stop. You 
think you’re defying the terrorists 
when, in reality, you’re playing in- 
to their bloodstained hands by di- 
viding and demonising. Us and 
them. The enlightened and liberal 
west v[ersus] the backward, barba- 


ric Muslims. The massacre in Paris 
on 7 January was, you keep telling 
us, an attack on free speech. The 
conservative former French presi- 
dent Nicolas Sarkozy agrees, cal- 
ling it “a war declared on civilisa- 
tion”. So, too, does the liberal-left 
pin-up Jon Snow who crassly twee- 
ted about a “clash of civilisations” 
and referred to “Europe’s belief in 
freedom of expression”. 

In the midst of all the post-Paris 
grief, hypocrisy and hyperbole 
abounds. Yes, the attack was an act 
of unquantifiable evil; an inexcusa- 
ble and merciless murder of inno- 
cents. But was it really a “bid to as- 
sassinate“ free speech (ITV’s Mark 
Austin), to “desecrate” our ideas of 
“free thought” (Stephen Fry)? It 
was a crime, not an act of war, per- 
petrated by disaffected young men; 
radicalised not by drawings of the 
Prophet in Europe in 2006 or 2011, 
as it turns out, but by images of US 
torture in Iraq in 2004. 

Please get a grip. None of us be- 
lieves in an untrammelled right to 
free speech. We all agree there are 
always going to be lines that, for 
the purposes of law and order, can- 
not be crossed; or for the purposes 
of taste and decency, should not be 
crossed. We differ only on where 
those lines should be drawn. 

Has your publication, for exam- 
ple, run cartoons mocking the 
Holocaust? No? How about carica- 
tures of the 9/11 victims falling 
from the twin towers? I didn’t think 
so (and I am glad it hasn’t). Con- 
sider also the “thought experiment” 
offered by the Oxford philosopher 
Brian Klug. Imagine, he writes, if a 
man had joined the “unity rally” in 
Paris on 11 January “wearing a 
badge that said ‘Je suis Chérif ”— 
the first name of one of the Charlie 
Hebdo gunmen. Suppose, Klug 
adds, he carried a placard with a 


cartoon mocking the murdered 
journalists. “How would the crowd 
have reacted? Would they have 
seen this lone individual as a hero, 
standing up for liberty and free- 
dom of speech? Or would they 
have been profoundly offended?” 
Do you disagree with Klug’s con- 
clusion that the man “would have 
been lucky to get away with his 
life”? 

Let’s be clear: I agree there is 
no justification whatsoever for gun- 
ning down journalists or cartoon- 
ists. I disagree with your seeming 
view that the right to offend comes 
with no corresponding responsibili- 
ty; and I do not believe that a right 
to offend automatically translates 
into a duty to offend. 

When you say “Je suis Char- 
lie”, is that an endorsement of 
Charlie Hebdo’s depiction of the 
French justice minister, Christiane 
Taubira, who is black, drawn as a 
monkey? Of crude caricatures of 
bulbous-nosed Arabs that must 
make Edward Said turn in his 
grave? 

Lampooning racism by repro- 
ducing brazenly racist imagery is a 
pretty dubious satirical tactic. Also, 
as the former Charlie Hebdo jour- 
nalist Olivier Cyran argued in 
2013, an “Islamophobic neurosis 
gradually took over” the magazine 
after 9/11, which then effectively 
endorsed attacks on “members of a 
minority religion with no influence 
in the corridors of power”. 

It’s for these reasons that I can’t 
“be”, don’t want to “be”, Charlie— 
if anything, we should want to be 
Ahmed, the Muslim policeman 
who was killed while protecting the 
magazine’s right to exist. As the 
novelist Teju Cole has observed, “It 
is possible to defend the right to 
obscene speech without promoting 


or sponsoring the content of that 
speech.” 

And why have you been so si- 
lent on the glaring double stan- 
dards? Did you not know that 
Charlie Hebdo sacked the veteran 
French cartoonist Maurice Sinet in 
2008 for making an allegedly anti- 
Semitic remark? Were you not 
aware that Jyllands-Posten, the 
Danish newspaper that published 
caricatures of the Prophet in 2005, 
reportedly rejected cartoons mock- 
ing Christ because they would 
“provoke an outcry” and proudly 
declared it would “in no circum- 
stance publish Holocaust car- 
toons”? 

Muslims, I guess, are expected 
to have thicker skins than their 
Christian and Jewish brethren. 
Context matters, too. You ask us to 
laugh at a cartoon of the Prophet 
while ignoring the vilification of Is- 
lam across the continent (have you 
visited Germany lately?) and the 
widespread discrimination against 
Muslims in education, employment 
and public life, especially in 
France. You ask Muslims to de- 
nounce a handful of extremists as 
an existential threat to free speech 
while turning a blind eye to the 
much bigger threat to it posed by 
our elected leaders. 

Does it not bother you to see 
Barack Obama, who demanded that 
Yemen keep the anti-drone jour- 
nalist Abdulelah Haider Shaye be- 
hind bars, after he was convicted 
on “terrorism-related charges” in a 
kangaroo court, jump on the free 
speech ban wagon? Weren’t you 
sickened to see Benjamin Netanya- 
hu, the prime minister of a country 
that was responsible for the killing 
of seven journalists in Gaza in 
2014, attend the “unity rally” in 
Paris? Bibi was joined by Angela 
Merkel, chancellor of a country 


where Holocaust denial is puni- 
shable by up to five years in prison, 
and David Cameron, who wants to 
ban non-violent “extremists” com- 
mitted to the “overthrow of demo- 
cracy” from appearing on televi- 
sion. 


Then there are your readers. 
Will you have a word with them, 
please? According to a 2011 You- 
Gov poll, 82 per cent of voters 
backed the prosecution of protes- 
ters who set fire to poppies. [A 
demonstration by Muslims protes- 


ting the memoralizing of the British 
dead of WWI — Ed.] 

Apparently, it isn’t just Muslims 
who get offended. 

Yours faithfully, 

Mehdi 


NEWS AND NOTES Bradley Smith 


*** Mehdi touches on the hypoc- 
risy, the simple dishonesty, that the 
mainline press in America adopts 
when it addresses the concept of a 
Free Press and a free exchange of 
ideas. This is the first time I have 
seen it charged so widely, in the 
mainline press, that there is no 
“free press” when it comes to the 
Holocaust question. The massacre 
that provoked these unusual mo- 
ments of open honesty started im- 
mediately after that event on 07 
January. 


WASHINGTON POST 
08 January 2015 
[Excerpted from an article written 
by Jonathan Turley, the Shapiro 
Professor of Public Interest Law at 
George Washington University. ] 

Indeed, if the French want to 
memorialize those killed at Charlie 
Hebdo, they could start by rescin- 
ding their laws  criminalizing 
speech that insults, defames or in- 
cites hatred, discrimination or vio- 
lence on the basis of religion, race, 
ethnicity, nationality, disability, sex 
or sexual orientation. These laws 
have been used to harass the satiri- 
cal newspaper and threaten its staff 
for years. Speech has been condi- 
tioned on being used “responsibly” 
in France, suggesting that it is more 
of a privilege than a right for those 
who hold controversial views. 

In 2012, the government crimina- 
lized denial of the Armenian geno- 


cide (a law later overturned by the 
courts, but Holocaust denial re- 
mains a crime). 


BLOOMBERG NEWS 
08 January 2015 

Even the free speech issue is 
more complicated, and caught up in 
identity politics, than #JeSuis- 
Charlie would suggest. President 
Obama said that the attack on a 
newspaper “underscores that these 
terrorists fear freedom of speech 
and freedom of the press.” But 
freedom of speech in France isn’t 
as airtight as it is here. In France— 
and in Germany, for one—it is a 
crime to deny the Holocaust. 


DAILY SABAH (Turkey) 
09 January 2015 

Speaking to Daily Sabah, Carlos 
Latuff, a world-renowned Brazilian 
cartoonist, said that there are dou- 
ble standards on the issue of free- 
dom of speech. “It is an ever- 
lasting discussion, because what is 
freedom of speech and what is hate 
speech. Why are some subjects pro- 
tected by freedom of speech and 
others not? Why can we mock 
some issues and cannot do so with 
others? Should Holocaust denial, 
for example, be included as free- 
dom of speech or racial hatred? See 
for example, the treatment given by 
the Western mainstream media to 
Mohammed cartoons and the Holo- 
caust cartoons.” 
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THE NATION 
10 January 2015 

Well, then, what about the double 
standards? This is a refrain we hear 
all the time with satirical weeklies 
like Charlie Hebdo. And not with- 
out cause. Under French law, the 
magazine could run cartoons mock- 
ing Islam, but it could not run car- 
toons mocking the Holocaust. In 
fact, in 2009, Charlie Hebdo fired 
Maurice Sinet (known as Siné), one 
of its most famous cartoonists, be- 
cause of a column in which he sug- 
gested that Nicolas Sarkozy’s son 
would “go a long way in life” after 
marrying a Jewish heiress. 


MIDDLE EAST MONITOR 
12 January 2015 

It is now being promoted that 
the French media is free to publish 
anything as a fundamental right 
without restrictions of any kind; 
this is a myth. For example, French 
law does not permit the publication 
of material that promotes the use of 
drugs; hatred based on race or gen- 
der; insults about the national flag 
and anthem; or questions about the 
Nazi Holocaust. Dieudonné M’Ba- 
la, a French comedian and satirist, 
was convicted and fined in a 
French court for describing Holo- 
caust remembrance as “memorial 
pornography.” 


AL JEZEERA 
13 January 2015 

In fact, there are limits to any 
right. In France, freedom of expres- 
sion “is limited by strict defamation 
and privacy laws”, and “some of 
the toughest hate speech laws in the 
EU”, according to Index on Cen- 
sorship. 

In France—and other European 
states—it is a crime to deny the 
Holocaust, but not other genocides. 
Muslims are disproportionately sur- 
veilled. Wearing religious signs or 
clothing in schools is forbidden, as 
is the face veil in public places, and 
Islamic prayers in the streets. 

Charlie Hebdo fired one of its 
employees over anti-Semitic con- 
tent. Similarly, Danish newspaper 
Jyllands-Posten said soon after 
publishing cartoons of the Prophet 
Mohammad in 2005 that it would 
not publish cartoons offending 
Christians and Jews. 


HAARETZ 
13 January 2015 

In the wake of the Charlie Heb- 
do massacre in Paris, publications 
around the world reprinted the sa- 
tirical Mohammed cartoons on their 
pages. 

For many editors and journa- 
lists, and for their readers, re-publi- 
shing was a form of protest against 
extremist barbarity, standing up for 
core democratic value of free ex- 
pression, showing solidarity with 
fellow journalists and simply being 
responsible news reporters. 

Publications that stepped up to 
the plate included Germany’s Bild 
and Berliner Zeitung, Spain’s El 
Pais, Britain’s The Times of Lon- 
don, Israel’s Haaretz and newspa- 
pers all over France. The list of 
those who stood tall, however, did 


not include The New York Times, 
The Wall Street Journal, Reuters 
and The Associated Press. Neither 
CNN nor Fox News showed the 
images either. 


FOREIGN POLICY 
13 January 2015 

For all the talk of defending the 
right to blaspheme Mohammed, the 
French can be extremely hypocriti- 
cal when it comes to making fun of 
others. 

But the ink does not always flow 
free in France, which leads the 
Western world in crackdowns on 
free speech. Holocaust denial is a 
crime, and denying the Armenian 
genocide nearly became one in 
2012. 

For all the laudatory talk prai- 
sing Charlie Hebdo as a fearless 
French satirical weekly that spares 
no sacred cows, some cows are ap- 
parently more sacred than others. In 
2009, the magazine fired Maurice 
Sinet, known as Siné, one of its 
most famous cartoonists, over a 
column he wrote suggesting that 
then-President Nicolas Sarkozy’s 
son, Jean, would “go a long way in 
life” since he was marrying a Jew- 
ish heiress. Siné’s stereotyping was 
tame by Charlie Hebdo standards, 
but it was too much for then-editor 
Philippe Val, who asked Siné to 
apologize. He refused, noting, “Pd 
rather cut off my balls.” And so he 
was kicked off the masthead. 


THE TELEGRAPH (UK) 
14 January 2015 

A top court in France has upheld 
the ban on a performance by the 
controversial comic Dieudonné 
M’bala M’bala, a move the govern- 
ment has hailed as a “victory” over 
anti-Semitism. 


The decision comes less than 
two hours before the comedian was 
due to give the opening perfor- 
mance of his national tour in the 
western city of Nantes, despite his 
lawyers claiming a breach of his 
freedom of expression. 

The ban had been lifted only 
yesterday by local judge Jean-Fran- 
cois Molla who said that a per- 
ceived risk to public order could 
not be used to “justify as radical a 
measure as banning the show”. 
However, France’s highest admini- 
strative court, the Council of State, 
ruled that the show should be al- 
lowed to go ahead. 

Interior Minister Manuel Valls, 
who has led the campaign to ban 
the comedian’s performances, said: 
“We cannot tolerate hatred of oth- 
ers, racism, anti-Semitism or holo- 
caust denial. That is not France. 
This is a victory for the Republic.” 

The decision marks a landmark 
break with legal precedent in 
France, where previous attempts to 
ban Dieudonné from performing 
foundered against constitutional 
provisions on free speech. 


THE NEW REPUBLIC 
January 16 2015 

James McAuley 

Despicable though their hateful 
and bigoted comments are, the 54 
arrested have ultimately been de- 
tained for practicing a similar type 
of speech to that which the millions 
who purchased the latest issue of 
Charlie Hebdo seek to venerate. In 
France, speech is less protected 
than in the United States: The 
French Pleven Act of 1972, for in- 
stance, prohibits incitements to 
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The Holocaust as Rape 


n a recent contretemps in the 

media, an intrepid journalist 
tweeted the sentiment that “rape 
denial is like Holocaust denial: it’s 
a refusal to accept reality.” 

Actually, except perhaps for the 
punch line, there’s a good deal to 
be said for this comparison, though 
perhaps not much in keeping with 
the tweeter’s intentions or meaning. 
“Beauty,” Oliver Platt famously 
observed, “is in the eye of the be- 
holder.” So, it turns out, is rape. 
And genocide. 

As for rape, commonly (though 
not always) there are only two be- 
holders: the “rapist” and the 
“rapee.” As for genocide, there 
could be three classes of beholders: 
the “genocider(s),” the “geno- 
cidees,” who should be dead after 
the fact, and various third parties 
such as Sonderkommando who take 
part in dealing with the bodies of 
the victims, and people who say 
they were going to be genocidees, 
but escaped in one miraculous way 
or another. 

As for evidence—a common, if 
lately (in juridical trials aimed at 
clearly establishing guilt) much- 
slighted, element—genocide and 
rape leave starkly different sorts of 
evidence, both broadly biological 
in nature. The killing of a great 
number of people, of course, 
should produce a great number of 
bodies, or skeletons, or ashes and 
unburnable body parts such as teeth 
and large bones. Conclusive evi- 
dence of sexual contact, on the oth- 
er hand, is limited to the relatively 
new technologies of DNA analysis. 
Sperm analysis can narrow down 


by Jett Rucker 


the identity of the accused party to 
a degree widely accepted as prose- 
cutable. After that evidence has es- 
caped capture and analysis, there 
can remain the DNA of any child 
conceived as a consequence of the 
sexual contact. Whether the contact 
was a rape, of course, remains elu- 


One wonders, perhaps mor- 
bidly, just exactly what sorts of 
retribution the advocates of to- 
day’s hysteria might be hoping 
for. Sex-crimes tribunals? Execu- 
tions? Jail terms for rape denial? 
Reparations? 


sive, somewhat as the “disappear- 
ance” of the denizens of a Polish 
shtetl is problematic as to whether 
the desaparecidos (a) emigrated to 
Israel, the Soviet Union, or the US, 
and changed their names; or (b) 
took up life elsewhere in postwar 
Europe as non-Jews, and changed 
their names; or (c) died in a con- 
centration or labor camp some- 
where either from disease, over- 
work, starvation or ... genocide. 
It’s all very hard to nail down, 
at least on an evidential basis, par- 
ticularly in a way that truly could 
fix blame on any particular person 
or agency, living or long deceased. 
Fortunately, great masses of people 
seem disposed to adopt their beliefs 
(and political affinities) with little 
to no reliance upon evidence, but 
rather upon ... let’s just call it “be- 
holding.” We behold that an articu- 
late young women alleges in a book 
being gang-raped on campus and 
garners much fame, along with 
book sales. Rape, after all, is a se- 
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vere experience for the victim even 
though, at some time in our spe- 
cies’s savage past, it may have 
been the primary means of propa- 
gating the race. 

Genocide, likewise, seemed, at 
least in Biblical times, to be the 
way one group of (well-armed) 
people contended with others who 
occupied land that they wished to 
acquire and inhabit. The Book of 
Joshua gruesomely documents the 
way the Chosen People of God 
cleared out Judea for their own 
possession, a process that today ap- 
pears in the eyes of some beholders 
to be in a state of re-enactment. But 
allegations of genocide can be, as 
with allegations of rape, very prof- 
itable for those alleging, even to the 
point of obtaining billions in repa- 
rations from one class of “perpetra- 
tors” (Germans and Austrians) to 
anyone and everyone who takes the 
trouble to mount a passable case 
that they were “victims.” 

All this really is in the eyes of 
beholders, then, isn’t it—at least 
insofar as the beholding of survi- 
vors (perpetrators and lucky not- 
quite-victims) is concerned? So, 
then ... 

The matter devolves upon the 
process of persuading, convincing, 
recruiting allies, sympathizers, fel- 
low-travelers and even, where the 
process has attained sufficient suc- 
cess, imposing one’s narrative (be- 
holding) upon anyone (and every- 
one) who might be reluctant just to 
“go with the flow” of opinion espe- 
cially to the point of ostracizing, 
demonizing, imprisoning anyone 


venturing any sort of alternative 
viewpoint. 

Of late, such projects happen to 
have been particularly successful in 
the subject area of rape—especially 
the novel variety known as “cam- 
pus rape” (Jack the Ripper is well 
beyond passé). It seems almost at 
the point where academic ambition 
might be hazardous to your virgini- 
ty, assuming you still possess it, 
and still value it—or your sexual 
prerogatives, as the case may be. 
And a sure sign that the campus 
rape meme is gaining—or at least 
reaching for—the commanding 
heights of the Holocaust Meme is 
Amanda Marcotte’s tweet compar- 
ing the two denials. 

To those who’ve looked into the 
present-day kerfuffle, Marcotte’s 
tweet is a sure sign that the latter- 
day meme is, like the one involving 
the Six Million, overworked to the 
point of outright fraud, and that re- 
wards such as the ones garnered by 
the genocide-based project are in 
view for proponents of the campus 
rape atrocity. One wonders, per- 


haps morbidly, just exactly what 
sorts of retribution the advocates of 
today’s hysteria might be hoping 
for. Sex-crimes tribunals? Execu- 
tions? Jail terms for rape denial? 
Reparations? 

Ah, now there! Collective guilt, 
such as that imposed on the chil- 
dren and grandchildren of those 
who lived in Germany and Austria 
in the 1940s! That could be profita- 
ble. Tribute, exacted by the univer- 
sities themselves, a sort of “male 
tax” imposed on students who, at 
many state universities, won’t be 
admitted anyway until they’ve regi- 
stered for the draft. Yes, the draft. 
Today. Just males—and all of 
them. 

And what to do with the result- 
ant spoils? Well, there’s always the 
possibility of distributing the pelf 
to rapees, past (identified, whether 
genuine or otherwise) and future 
(matriculates of the fair gender, 
whether fair or ... less-fair). But 
that might be just a bit too fair, at 
least according to gross definitions 
of the adjective. More suitable 


might be enrichment of institutions 
and organizations such as the “An- 
ti-Rape Defamation League,” or 
ADL, not coincidentally the initials 
of one of the major beneficiaries of 
the older trope of collective (and 
collectible) guilt. 

It’s all such an old, tired story of 
abuse and _ counter-exploitation. 
Where to find equity, if not actual 
justice, in all of it? 

In view of the fact that restitu- 
tion or reparations inevitably cause 
abuse and injustice afresh, even 
triggering fresh resentments where 
they would otherwise have died 
natural deaths, perhaps the best pol- 
icy to follow would be . . . none. 

Let hatred and suspicion coast 
on their own, unaided by fresh af- 
fronts to recruit new generations to 
take them up in turn in an endless 
cycle of revenge and revenge of re- 
venge, and ... a lot of what makes 
the world like it is today. 

“Never Forget” is just fine. But 
repeating is not. 


The Holocaust Religion Will Be the Conclusive Stage in the Jewish Dialectic 


Gilad Atzmon : 


pee than inventing an ab- 
stract God who prefers the 
Jews to be the chosen people, in the 
holocaust religion the Jews cut out 
the divine middle substance. The 
Jew just chooses oneself. This is 
why Jewish identity politics trans- 
cends itself beyond the notion of 
history. God is the master of cere- 
mony. And the new Jewish God 
cannot be subject to humanly con- 
tingent occurrences. The new Jew- 
ish God, i.e. “the Jew,” just re- 
writes fables that serve the tribe at 
any given time. This may explain 
why the Holocaust religion is pro- 


tected by laws, while every other 
historical chapter and narrative is 


Gilad Atzmon 


debated openly by historians, intel- 
lectuals and ordinary people. As 
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one may guess, with such a self- 
centered intensive world-view, not 
much room is left for humanity, 
grace or universalism. It is far from 
being clear whether Jews can col- 
lectively recover from their new re- 
ligion. However, it is crucial that 
every humanist stands up against 
the holocaust religion that can only 
spread misery, death and carnage. 


Originally published at 
http://www. gilad.co.uk/ 


Inconvenient History 2014: The Year in Review 


A“ 2014 came to a close, In- 
convenient History closed 
the door on its sixth year of activi- 
ties. In our online journal, we pub- 
lished another 32 articles by some 
of the leading voices in historical 
revisionism in the world today. In 
addition, we printed a hardcopy an- 
nual of our complete works from 
2013. This volume comprises over 
500 pages of revisionist scholarship 
and continues to sell at a healthy 
rate through Amazon.com. In addi- 
tion, another 20 articles were post- 
ed to the “Inconvenient History In- 
dependent Revisionist Blog” 
(http://rev-blog.codoh.com/). Final- 
ly many hundreds of news posts 
were made to Twitter where 
@inconhistory has accumulated 
501 followers. In a typical week 
our retweets can reach over 1,800 
people. 

Throughout 2014, pages of the 
Inconvenient History flagship jour- 
nal were viewed 200,775 times by 
some 69,378 users. This represents 
a 15% increase over 2013. Our best 
day was 3 September when our 
pages were viewed some 8,542 
times. While most of our readership 
is from the United States, 2014 saw 
a 105% increase in readership in 
the United Kingdom, an astounding 
472% increase in Australia and a 
whopping increase of 722% in 
Canada. 

For the technically inclined, 
most readers accessed us via 
Chrome, followed by Firefox and 
Safari, with Microsoft’s Internet 
Explorer in a distant fourth. Access 
via mobile devices increased by 
114%. Tablet access also went up 


Richard A. Widmann 


93% over the previous year. For 

those using such devices the Apple 

iPad and iPhone were the two most 
popular devices. These trends seem 
to be in alignment with the tech- 
nology industry and suggest that 
our readers are technically savvy. 

Our top 10 most-read articles 
were the following: 

1. Thomas Dalton, “The Great 
Holocaust Mystery: Reconsi- 
dering the Evidence” (12,862 
views) 

2. Thomas Dalton, “The Jewish 
Hand in the World Wars, Part 
1” (7,466 views) 

3. Thomas Dalton, “The Jewish 
Hand in the World Wars, Part 
2” (6,206 views) 

4. Thomas Dalton, “Reexamining 
the ‘Gas Chamber’ of Dachau” 
(4,352 views) 

5. V.K. Clarke, “Demystification 
of the Birth and Funding of the 
NSDAP” (3,653 views) 

6. V.K. Clarke, “Adolf Hitler’s 
Armed Forces: A Triumph for 
Diversity” (3,640 views) 

7. Nicholas Kollerstrom, “On the 
Avoidability of World War 
One” (2,783 views) 

8. Carlo Mattogno, “Dr. Men- 
gele’s ‘Medical Experiments’ 
on Twins in the Birkenau Gyp- 
sy Camp” (2,287 views) 

9. Paul Grubach, “Churchill, Inter- 
national Jews and the Holo- 
caust: A Revisionist Analysis” 
(1,769 views) 

10. Richard Widmann, “No Smo- 
king Gun, No Silver Bullets: 
The Real News of Rosenberg’s 
Diary” (1,683 views) 


Interestingly, only three of this 
year’s top 10 articles first appeared 
in 2014. These were the very pop- 
ular “Great Holocaust Mystery” 
and “Jewish Hand in the World 
Wars, Part 2” by Dalton, and my 
own “No Smoking Gun, No Silver 
Bullets.” The remaining top 7 were 
all published in prior years and 
again demonstrate a unique value 
of online publishing. Traditional 
print has a short life expectancy, 
while online publishing lends itself 
well to new readers who find older 
works no differently than brand- 
new ones. 

Finally, we would be neglectful 
if we failed to mention that the 
Southern Poverty Law Center 
(SPLC) identified Inconvenient 
History as a “hate group” this year 
(they are of course wrong on both 
counts!). This has resulted in at 
least one High School and one Col- 
lege assigning us (along with 19 
other groups) as a topic for research 
by its students. One college student 
carried on an email exchange with 
me for several weeks. Here are a 
few relevant comments: 


“Even if I disagree with some of 
your stances, I feel you have every 
right to voice, research, and debate 
your opinions free of reprisal. That 
being said that’s not my assignment 
and I wish I had gotten a true ‘hate 
group’ to make my efforts much 
easier... yet I digress... I know your 
motivation is to establish a clear 
truth about the holocaust.” 

“This experience has opened my 
eyes to a subject I had never even 
considered, if nothing else you 


seemingly accomplished your goal, 
with one person. In the sense that I 
believe people should have the 
right to discuss anything...” 


Imagine if our all of our sworn 
enemies promoted our work on 
campuses across the nation! Even if 
only that one mind were changed, I 
would say 2014 was quite a suc- 


cessful year. We know however 
that we are reaching tens of thou- 
sands all around the world. We are 
opening the eyes of countless peo- 
ple to subjects they never consid- 
ered. They are learning that there is 
another side to the story and they 
believe that we should have the 
right to debate these points free of 
reprisal. Based on the accomplish- 


ments of 2014, it appears that the 
New Year will be quite an incon- 
venient one for the enemies of truth 
and intellectual freedom. 


Find Inconvenient History at 
www.inconvenienthistory.com 


Huns and Their Dead — Great Corpse Factory — 
Last Word in Barbarism [1917] 


Wellington, NZ Evening Post, 
Volume XCIII, Issue 128, 30 May 
1917, Page 2 

(Previously published by London 
Times, 20th April, 1917) 


eW: pass through Ev- 
ergnicourt. There is a 
dull smell in the air, as if lime were 
being burnt. We are passing the 
great corpse exploitation estab- 
lishment (Kadaververwertungsan- 
stalt) of this army group. The fat 
that is won here is turned into lu- 
bricating oils, and everything else 
is ground down in the bones mill 
into a powder, which is used for 
mixing with pigs’ food and as ma- 
nure.” 

This description of the German 
Corpse Exploitation Establishment 
behind their lines north of Reims is 
furnished by Herr Karl Rosner, 
special correspondent of the Berlin 
Lokalanzeiger on the Western 
front. The statement corroborates 
an account of this new and horrible 
German industry which appeared in 
the Independance Belge for 10th 
April, taken from La Belgique, of 
Leyden, in Holland. Moreover, it 
will be recalled that one of the 
American Consuls, on leaving 
Germany in February, stated in 


Switzerland that the Germans were 
distilling glycerine for nitroglyce- 
rine from the bodies of their dead, 
and this [sic] were obtaining some 
of their explosives. 

The Belgian account referred to 
(omitting the most repulsive de- 
tails): “We have known for long 
that the Germans stripped their 
dead behind the firing-line, fast- 
ened them into bundles of three or 
four bodies with iron wire, and then 
dispatched these grisly bundles to 
the rear. Until recently the trains 
laden with the dead were sent to 
Leraing, near Liege, and a point 
north of Brussels, where there were 
refuse consumers. Much surprise 
was caused by the fact that of late 
this traffic has proceeded in the di- 
rection of Gerolstein, and it was 
noted that on each wagon was writ- 
ten ‘D.A. V.G. 

“German science is responsible 
for the ghoulish idea of the for- 
mation of the German Offal Utili- 
sation Company (Ltd.) (D.A. V.G.” 
or ‘Deutsche Abfall-Verwertungs 
Gesellschaft’), a dividend-earning 
company with a capital of 
£250,000, the chief factory of 
which has been constructed 1000 
yards from the railway connecting 
St. Vith, near the Belgian frontier, 
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with Gerolstein, in the lonely, little- 
frequented Eifel district, southwest 
of Coblentz. This factory deals spe- 
cially with the dead from the West 
front. If the results are as good as 
the company hopes, another will be 
established to deal with corpses on 
the East front. 

“The factory is invisible from 
the railway. It is placed deep in for- 
est country, with a specially thick 
growth of trees about it. Live wires 
surround it. A special double track 
leads to it. The works are about 
700ft long and 110ft broad, and the 
railway runs completely round 
them. In the north-west corner of 
the works the discharge of the 
trains takes place. The trains arrive 
full of bare bodies, which are un- 
loaded by the workers who live at 
the works. The men wear oilskin 
overalls and masks with mica eye- 
pieces. They are equipped with 
long, hooked poles, and push the 
bundles of bodies to an endless 
chain, which picks them up with 
big hooks, attached at intervals of 
2ft. The bodies are transported on 
this endless chain into a long, nar- 
row compartment, where they pass 
through a bath which disinfects 
them. They then go through a dry- 
ing chamber and finally are auto- 


matically carried into a digester or 
great cauldron, in which they are 
dropped by an apparatus which de- 
taches them from the chain. In the 
digester they remain from six to 
eight hours, and are treated by 
steam, which breaks them up while 
they are slowly stirred by machi- 
nery. 

“From this treatment result sev- 
eral products. The fats are broken 
up into stearine, a form of tallow, 
and oils, which require to be re- 
distilled before they can be used. 
The process of distillation is carried 


out by boiling the oil with carbo- 
nate of soda, and some part of the 
by-products resulting from this is 
used by German soapmakers. The 
oil distillery and refinery lie in the 
south-eastern corner of the works. 
The refined oil is sent out in fine 
casks, like those used for petro- 
leum, and is of a yellowish-brown 
colour. The fumes are exhausted 
from the buildings by electric fans, 
and are sucked through a great pipe 
to the north-eastern corner, where 
they are condensed, and the refuse 
resulting is discharged into a sewer. 


There is no high chimney, as the 
boiler furnaces are supplied with 
air by electric fans. 

“There is a laboratory, and in 
charge of the works is a chief 
chemist, with two assistants and 
seventy-eight men. All the emplo- 
yees are soldiers, and are attached 
to the 8th Army Corps. There is a 
sanatorium by the works, and under 
no pretext is any man permitted to 
leave them. They are guarded as 
prisoners at their appalling work.” 


NEWS AND NOTES Bradley Smith 


hatred, discrimination, and racial 
insults, and the Gayssot Law of 
1990—passed largely in response 
to Robert Faurisson’s notorious 
Holocaust denial—does the same 
for any speech blatantly anti-Semi- 
tic, racist, or xenophobic. The after- 
math of Charlie Hebdo, then, has 
exposed what many consider a 
double standard: as it turns out, 
French law, unlike Charlie Hebdo, 
is not an equal-opportunity offen- 
der, and it selectively protects the 
dignity of certain communities and 
minority groups more than others. 


*** Shafar Nullifidian 

Dear Dana Weinstein, 
USHMM 

100 Raoul Wallenberg Place 
Washington, D.C.20024-2126 


Having been employed for some 
16 years in an industrial chemical 
processing facility where the prin- 
cipal raw material was liquid hy- 
drocyanic acid HCN, I would opine 
that my familiarity with its physical 
and chemical properties is a great 


deal more than that of an over- 
whelming majority of Americans. 

I learned first hand of the dan- 
gers of even limited exposure to 
HCN, having been accidentally 
overcome (mildly) on a few occa- 
sions. Further, having been trained 
in the dos and definitely do nots in 
the handling of HCN I was and re- 
main keenly aware of how mortally 
dangerous it is, unless one is com- 
pletely protected, from exposure to 
residual HCN vapors emanating 
from an unconscious or perhaps 
expired victim of HCN poisoning. 

For this reason, I began having 
serious doubts about your Holo- 
caust when I read and heard the ta- 
les of the Sonderkommando, sup- 
posedly equipped with “gas 
masks,” hauling alleged HCN 
gassed cadavers from the supposed 
“gas chambers” at Auschwitz. 
Moreover, from their description of 
the appearance of these alleged ca- 
davers, it was patently obvious that 
these Sonderkommando were lying 
or repeating the lies of others. 

The more I learned, the more I 
came to believe sincerely that the 
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continued from page 4 


historiography of your Holocaust 
consists of far more hysteria and 
hyperbole than factual history. 

Here is a deal I’m offering to 
you. You provide me with foren- 
sically verifiable documentation of 
the name of one person executed in 
a homicidal gas chamber at Ausch- 
witz and I will donate $50 to the 
USHMM. However, if you cannot 
provide such, then the USHMM 
shall donate $1.00 for each of the 
594 men and women executed in 
homicidal gas chambers in the 
U.S., all of whom I will identify by 
name, age, gender, crime(s) for 
which capital punishment was im- 
posed, along with the date and state 
where the death penalty was ad- 
ministered, as documented. 

The recipient for your donation 
to be CoDoH. The Committee for 
Open Debate on the Holocaust. 

Sincerely, 


*** Hannover at The CODOH 
Forum comments on a review in 
The Guardian of Night Will Fall, 
the Holocaust film that was “too 
shocking to show.” 


http://tinyurl.com/pv9cken 
From The Guardian: “In 1945, 


overseen by Alfred Hitchcock, a 
crack team of British filmmakers 
went to Germany to document the 
horror of the concentration camps. 
Despite being hailed as a master- 
piece, the film was never shown. 
Now, in a documentary called 
Night Will Fall, the full story of its 
creation and suppression is being 
told.” 


This appallingly tendentious ar- 
ticle has to be one of the worst ev- 
er. A good start is the picture of 
Auschwitz labeled Bergen-Belsen, 
then a lot of talk about the Holo- 
caust without a single mention of 
the fact that even if you believe the 
story, it allegedly took place miles 
away in Poland and this has no- 
thing to do with it. 

I was going to post, but after 
skimming through the comments 
and not finding a single one putting 
the record right on this I decided 
not to waste my time. 

I feel that the increasing amount 
of these pieces and the unrestrained 
shrillness of the propaganda con- 
tained indicates a growing success 
rate of Revisionist research and our 
efforts at reaching out to the public. 
We are breaking through and the 
“holocaust” Industry apparatchiks 
are becoming very uneasy. 

There is something that is brew- 
ing through the growing public 
awareness of the obvious evil that 
is Israel, its lackey the US govern- 
ment, and the coercive self-absor- 
ption of supremacist Jews reflected 
in the media and academia, as well 
as the growing awareness that all 
governments generally lie more 
than they are truthful. These exam- 
ples are producing an increasing re- 
luctance to accept positions as 
passed off by them. “Holocaust” 


Revisionism, while not yet in main- 
stream favor, is being discussed 
more and more in the mainstream. 
Awareness via various routes is 
bringing about an upswing in inter- 
est in spite of the attempted repres- 
sive measures. 

I also believe the French terro- 
rist attack has brought attention to 
the stifling of free speech under the 
notorious Fabius-Gayssot act, 
which has now infected most of 
Europe. 

With all of this going on I can 
see a serious effort to impose harsh 
censorship and arrests of Revisio- 
nists in the US. It is here where the 
fight will reach perhaps a critical 
mass. Passage of repressive US leg- 
islation resulting in a US Supreme 
Court ruling in favor of Revision- 
ists could be a watershed moment. 
But then, who and what is the Su- 
preme Court? Time will tell. 


*** Out walking this morning. 
Pm reversing my schedule. For 
some years I have walked in the 
evenings but it has become diffi- 
cult. By the time the evening is 
here, after working at the desk all 
day and doing errands, I’m rather 
too tired to walk well. Sometimes I 
have been walking only a couple 
three times a week. I’ve walked 
each of the three last mornings. 
When I get back, I lie down for a 
bit. 

This morning after returning 
from the walk I was thinking about 
my book, Moral Decay. Thinking I 
have to tell Hernandez that we need 
to “tag” the book online. A pro- 
gram where we (he) install a con- 
nection to subjects touched on in 
the book, for example gas cham- 
bers, bullfighting, Zen, God, the 
Devil, taboo, Saigon, Guevara and 
so on. There can be a lot of such 
references. Then when folk search 
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for any of these subjects on the in- 
ternet, they will find connections 
leading to many, many sources, in- 
cluding in this instance Moral De- 
cay. 

Okay. And then for reasons I do 
not know the brain began recalling 
the first books I read when I was a 
child. I didn’t read many. But when 
I was ten there was The Lost Conti- 
nent of Mu, probably by James 
Churchward. I was unable to read it 
myself, but my mother and I would 
sit at the kitchen table in the room 
that originally was a goat pen and 
she would read it to me in parts. I 
had chosen the book myself at the 
library based on the title. She 
thought it was a little crazy, but she 
read for me. 

A couple years later I read a lot 
of Joseph Alexander Altsheler who 
did books for young people about 
American frontiersmen at various 
places and times. I still remember 
the name of one of his characters, 
Henry Ware. 

And then the brain recalled in 
the late 50s at the main New York 
Public Library on Broadway rea- 
ding Suzuki. Don’t recall why I 
chose to go in that direction. Later 
on I would read Alan Watts on Zen. 
Watts was an Englishman and in 
Japan after the close of that war. 
Watts visited Suzuki, who was ra- 
ther a teacher for him. I remember 
the scene as Suzuki, an old man 
now, sitting on the floor in a small 
room. When Watts entered the 
room to greet him, Suzuki drew his 
robe across his face in a silent ex- 
pression of shame. 

It would be interesting to recall 
the life that surrounded, or con- 
tained, these books. Not so much 
the books, but the life itself. How it 
was affected. Not likely now. Too 
long ago. 


xx* Mike Bauer calls to ask if I 
had started the book he sent me, 
Hitler’s Revolution: Ideology, So- 
cial Programs, Foreign Affairs by 
Richard Tedor. I did start the book 
but had to lay it aside for lack of 
time. It’s interesting for me to find 
a brief discussion of Nationalism 
vs. Liberal Democracy on page six 
where Tedor writes: “It would be 
interesting to question why, after 
the victorious Allies established 
democratic governments through- 
out Europe in 1919, this state form 
became practically extinct there in 
20 years. Russia, Italy, Hungary, 
Poland, Lithuania, Austria, Germa- 
ny, Greece, Spain, Slovkia and 
soon thereafter France adopted au- 
thoritarian regimes.” 

It is an interesting question. 


*x* Patrick J. Buchanan, in 
his column “The Rise of Putinism’’, 
http://tinyurl.com/kshggar appears 
to echo what I found surprising in 
Richard Tedor’s Hitler’s Revolu- 
tion. All the new leaders referenced 
below have two things in common: 
they are all “strong men,” they are 
all “nationalists.” Not “liberals.” 

Buchanan begins with the elec- 
tion of Japanese Prime Minister 
Shinzo Abe, commenting that he is 
“the most nationalistic leader of 
postwar Japan. He is rebooting nu- 
clear power, building up Japan’s 
military, asserting her rights in ter- 
ritorial disputes with China and 
Korea.” 

“Xi Jinping is another. Staking a 
claim to all the islands in the South 
and East China seas, moving mass- 
es of Han Chinese into Tibet and 
Uighur lands to swamp native peo- 
ples, purging old comrades for cor- 
ruption, Xi is the strongest leader 
China has seen in decades.” 

“Narendra Modi, leader of the 
Hindu nationalist party who was 


denied entry into the United States 
for a decade for complicity in or 
toleration of a massacre of Muslims 
is now Prime Minister of India.” 

“Turkish President Recep Tay- 
yip Erdogan ... has declared cold 
war on Israel, aided the Islamic 
State in Syria, and seems to be re- 
igniting the war with the Kurds.” 

“Hungary’s Viktor Orban has 
said he sees in Russia a model for 
his own ‘illiberal state.’” 

“The National Front’s Marine 
Le Pen wants to bring France into a 
new Gaullist Europe, stretching 
‘from the Atlantic to the Urals’.” 

And so it goes? Was Hitler a 
mere “traditionalist”? 


*** Tate Sunday afternoon. 
I’m loafing and there is a Big Band 
show on PBS. The first segment 
that comes up shows Tex Beneke 
singing Chattanooga Choo Choo. It 
tugged at the heart. He didn’t sing 
all that well, but it didn’t matter. 
Some kind of attachment in the 
heart to a time long gone by, almost 
the beginning as it were. 

Then the brain saw an image of 
the record player my parents 
bought when I was fourteen years 
old. I saw the big wooden cabinet 
with the handle on the side that you 
would crank to play a record. I 
played Sing, Sing, Sing by Artie 
Shaw over and over again. And 
there was The House of Blue Lights 
by Ella Mae Morse. I could not get 
enough of her voice. Those were 
the days. 

Until next month then. 


Bradley 
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If you find this work 
worthwhile, please take a 
moment to contribute. 


CREDIT CARD (ONLINE) 
We have a Merchant’s Account 
with Bank of America. Use our se- 
cure First Data Global page to 
make your donation Online. 
http://tinyurl.com/mpSnohe 


CHECK or CASH 
We have used our present mail 
service here in Baja for 16 years. 
No problems. Mail to: 


Bradley R. Smith 
PO Box 439016 
San Ysidro CA 92143 


WIRE TRANSFER 
Bank Branch: HSBC Mexico, 
S.A. 0133 Rosarito 
Bank Address: Benito Juarez 
2000, Rosarito, BC 22710, Mexico 
Account Number: 6347793344 
SWIFT Code: BIMEMXMM 


Smith’s Report is published by 
Committee for Open Debate 
on the Holocaust 
Bradley R. Smith, Founder 
www.codoh.com 


For your contribution of $39 
you will receive 12 issues of 
Smith’s Report. 
Canada and Mexico—$45 
Overseas—$49 
Letters and Donations to: 


Bradley R. Smith 
Post Office Box 439016 
San Ysidro, CA 92143 

Desk: 209 682 5327 


bradley 1930 @ yahoo.com 
Blog: www.codohfounder.com 
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Some of it Happened, Some of it Didn’t 


Online at www.codoh.com 


WHY IS A FREE PRESS FORBIDDEN 
AT HARVARD UNIVERSITY? 


ver the last months I 
have grown increasingly 
aware that something is missing 
from my world, my life. That 
something made itself increasingly 
apparent to me after the publication 
of my recent book, A Personal His- 
tory of Moral Decay. Moral Decay 
is autobiography, an episodic col- 
lection of stories that portray, with- 
out interpreting, occasions and 
happenings in the life over a period 
of some 40 years before I stumbled 
into revisionism. 

The stories reveal, expose I 
might say, interesting complica- 
tions of a life in which neither am- 
bition nor achievement played a 
significant role. What there was, 
for me, was a willingness at any 
given moment to acknowledge 
what was happening, what I was 
seeing. No matter that at one mo- 
ment what was there to be seen 
might be vulgar and commonplace. 
Or at the next moment it might be 


Bradley Smith 


an hallucinatory vision of God or 
the Devil. In each case there was a 
willingness simply to see what was 
there, to write down what I saw, 
and to keep it simple. That was the 
long and short of it. 

That is what the publication of 
my book has caused me to become 
aware of. That I am no longer see- 
ing much of what I used to see, that 
I am not writing down very much 
of what I do see, that the founda- 
tion of the writing has long passed 
from the act of seeing to one of 
journalism and arguing for a free 
press, particularly on the American 
campus. While I am committed to 
the work I do now, I want to re- 
main aware of the life in the way I 
once was aware of it. In short, I 
want to integrate the old way of 
seeing, which was so uniquely per- 
sonal, and the work I do and have 
done for the last three decades with 
revisionism. 


I have spent these last weeks 
structuring a new Website that I 
can use to connect my life as a lit- 
erary writer with the journalism, 
the revisionist outreach, I have 
committed myself to. A Website to 
connect the two halves of my life. 
Not a new Website to replace the 
one that is already online, but an 
additional Website. It means new 
expenses and an additional work- 
load for me, each of which was, 
and is, a problematic issue. This 
new Website is A Light on Campus. 

CODOH is dedicated to the 
Holocaust question from every per- 
spective. It is loaded with infor- 
mation and books on the topic. The 
idea with A Light on Campus is it 
will be the one site on the Interrnet 
to be wholly dedicated only to revi- 
sionism and a free press on the 
American campus. To focus on 
making students aware of the taboo 
protecting the Holocaust question 
from any substantial investigation, 


besdi 


to make them aware of the com- 
plicity and silence of the professo- 
rial class, all the while speaking to 
students in a way that connects 
them with my life. My real life. It is 
something that has never been at- 
tempted by any other revisionist. 
The fact of the matter, ironical- 
ly, is that there is no con-nection 
that I can make that will integrate 


my personal life with the Campus 
Project. They are two different 
things. You probably already knew 
that. Here I am, 85 years old and 
still wrestling with literary issues I 
should have solved decades ago. 

A Light On Campus then is a 
Website, the first revisionist Web- 
site, dedicated entirely to develop- 
ing a free exchange of ideas on the 


University Campus, to challenge 
academics regarding their com- 
plicity in furthering the taboo that 
protects the H Question from free 
inquiry in what should be the freest 
of all environments for a free press 
regarding any matter whatever. 
Dream on, Smith. 
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WHY IS A FREE PRESS FORBIDDEN AT HARVARD UNIVERSITY? 


bove is the Home-page 
banner for A Light on 
Campus. The line “Why Is a Free 
Press Forbidden at Harvard Univer- 
sity?” creates a focus that was not 
there at the beginning. It came 
about through a notification I re- 
ceived from FIRE, The Foundation 
for Individual Rights in Education. 
I follow FIRE’s work. 

FIRE is the primary organiza- 
tion Online dedicated to free 
speech on the American campus. 
They address every free speech is- 
sue you can imagine—except one, 
of course. A Light on Campus is 
being developed to fill that one, de- 
liberate, failure. 

In this instance FIRE an- 
nounced that I could watch Profes- 
sor Steven Pinker of Harvard Uni- 
versity giving the Keynote Address 
at FIRE’s 15th Anniversary Dinner 
on October 23, 2014. Pinker is, 
among other things, an experi- 
mental psychologist, a cognitive 


scientist, a linguist, and has written 
a dozen or so books of a scholarly 
nature. His FIRE address was ti- 
tled: “Three Reasons to Affirm 
Free Speech.” My cup of tea. 

The First Reason: Free Speech 
is the only way to acquire know- 
ledge about the world. 

The Second Reason: Free 
Speech is foundational to human 
flourishing in that it is essential to 
democracy and a bulwark against 
tyranny. 

The Third Reason: Free Speech 
is fundamental to civilized societies 
in that it is inseparable from the 
mission of higher education. 

In his elaboration of the “Three 
Reasons” Pinker is straightforward, 
on the mark, and charming. I had 
been increasingly interested in find- 
ing ways that I could work with 
FIRE. Now I had Steven Pinker 
and FIRE together at the primary 
prestige university in America, at 


the very time that I was setting up 
A Light on Campus. 

I would begin with a very sim- 
ple gesture, one that should not 
cause any trouble for anyone, but 
which I understood was in all like- 
lihood forbidden at Harvard. I 
would submit an ad to the Harvard 
Crimson for my book, A Personal 
History of Moral Decay. I would 
explain the nature of the book and 
keep Harvard students updated on 
the progress of the placement of the 
ad. Same ole, same ole. But this 
time I would follow up with regular 
mailings to students and folk like 
Pinker. 

I am submitting a small ad to 
run in the online edition of the 
Harvard Crimson to read: A Per- 
sonal History of Moral Decay 

Six words. That’s the whole en- 
chilada. When you click on the title 
you will be taken to Chapter 
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Sylvia Stolz: Revisionism’s Joan of Arc 


H aving already served 
more than three years in 
prison and had her license to prac- 
tice law suspended, German ex- 
lawyer Sylvia Stolz consented to 
participate in a colloquium in Swit- 
zerland with the title “Against Cen- 
sorship” in 2013, her first year out 
of prison. In that colloquium, 
which was conducted in German, 
she described her experiences as a 
lawyer defending a “Holocaust de- 
nier” (Ernst Ziindel) in a proceed- 
ing to convict him of “Holocaust 
denial”. That proceeding succeeded 
in its intended purpose, but the 
black hole it constituted sucked in 
an additional orbiting body—that 
of Sylvia Stolz, who allowed her 
abundantly justified fury at the In- 
quisition to which Ziindel was sub- 
jected to move her to assertions of 
truth that violated the same German 
laws that Ziindel was on trial for. 
What’s a good Richter (judge) 
to do, with such a fury of forth- 
rightness befouling his bench? 
Judge Meinerzhagen did the only 
thing an enforcer in his position 
(Eichmann comes to mind) could 
possibly do: he brought his gavel 
down squarely upon the head, the 
mind, and the God-given rights of 
Rechtsanwältin Stolz, thereby ban- 
ishing her not only beyond the pre- 
cincts of his court, but altogether 
beyond the precincts of civil socie- 
ty, for three years, from which his 
victim emerged bereft of her hard- 
won professional license, if not of 
social presentability altogether. 
Medieval justice is indeed alive and 
well not only in Germany, but in 


by Jett Rucker 


many other notionally civilized 
countries of Europe. 


Sylvia Stolz 


Nothing daunted, our own Joan 
of Arc returned to liberty with her 
head unbowed and with a venge- 
ance against such injustice as she 
and others had been subjected to 
that moved her to participate in the 
conference in Switzerland (the like- 
lihood that she was invited is to be 
assumed). At this conference, she 
spoke movingly, truthfully, and ev- 
idently with great effect to oppo- 
nents of censorship all over the 
world, though her own speech was 
given in German. It was, perhaps, 
because of the (German) language 
she used and/or the fact that her 
peroration was available in Germa- 
ny as well as everywhere else via 
the Internet that she fell victim to 
fresh persecution on the score of 
her palpable suggestions that the 
speech laws of Germany enforce 
historical narratives that may not be 
factual. 

In Sylvia Stolz’s experience is 
to be seen, starkly illuminated in 
the blinding light of logic, the basis 


for the American (or Anglo- 
Saxon?) predilection toward free- 
dom of speech. The oppression of 
belief and its expression is a pro- 
cess that defends itself against any 
and all efforts to struggle free of it. 
To complain of the enforcement of 
any specific standard of “truth” is 
to attack that very “truth” itself, 
and to do that is to run afoul of that 
enforcement itself. The atrocity is 
to define any attack upon it as an 
atrocity. There is no protection 
from such tyranny, as the American 
founding fathers evidently deduced, 
other than “doctrinaire” freedom of 
speech, or “freedom of speech fun- 
damentalism,” as its numerous de- 
tractors are fond of calling it. 

Someone who favors censorship 
alerted German authorities to 
Stolz’s fresh transgressions in 
Switzerland (where “Holocaust de- 
nial” is a crime also), and the ma- 
chinery of German medieval justice 
ground Sylvia Stolz up quite as im- 
perturbably as Torquemada’s wheel 
turned so as to impose further ten- 
sion on the writhing, pain-wracked 
bodies of his victims. 

Sylvia Stolz, the champion of a 
justice based upon, if not truth, then 
at least freedom, is off to jail again, 
this time for 20 months. 

Her incarceration is a stain upon 
the moral validity of the entire gov- 
ernment of Germany, and upon 
those other governments that might 
have meted out to her the same or 
similar penalties for her transgres- 
sions. One hopes that among these, 
the government of the United 
States is not (yet) to be numbered, 
although many cases, such as that 


of Germar Rudolf, justify pause in 
embracing that hope. 

Once again, the indomitable 
Sylvia Stolz will be insulted by the 
imposition of concrete and barbed 
wire upon the freedom she has per- 
sonified for all devotees of truth 
and justice the world over. The in- 
sult is, of course, an outrage, but 
Stolz herself will not lower herself 


to addressing such a profoundly 
unworthy subject. 

Instead, her example, her val- 
ues, her moral integrity, will trans- 
cend the highest walls of the 
strongest prison ever erected by the 
oppressors of thought in all history. 

I bear guilt for not being in pris- 
on with her, or in another prison for 
the same “crimes” as she has com- 


mitted. So do you, whether you feel 
it or not. 

I bear my guilt under a profound 
sense of gratitude to her for sustain- 
ing its consequences as I have not 
had the moral fortitude to do. And 
with it, I shall forever bear a feeling 
of solidarity for her cause, whether 
or not I ever entail the honor of suf- 
fering for it as she has. 


How to Become a “Saint” and Get 
Canonized through Yad Vashem! 


(Translated and adapted from the French by Bocage) 


The March 19 issue of 
Olodogma_ contained an article 
titled « La catena di montaggio dei 
morti olocaustici, Magda Goebbels 
nel database dello Yad Vashem » 
(Holocaust death assembly line.... 
Magda Goebbels in the data base of 
Yad Vashem Memorial) tells us 
about a masterminded hoax. 

The Italian daily Corriere della 
sera had called upon relatives or 
friends of “Holocaust” victims to 
submit their names to the Yad 
Vashem Memorial in Jerusalem 
«con la promessa che verranno 
verificati e inseriti nel database» 
(certifying that these names will be 
checked then inserted in the 
database). The person in charge of 
the Olodogma site played a little 
prank (which incidentally was not 
his first) in order to demonstrate 
that the data base of Yad Vashem 
Memorial is far from reliable. 

His report: 

“Yet again we are in a position 
to prove that the estimate of 
holocaust dead as put forward by 
Yad Vashem Memorial of 
Jerusalem is not credible as 
anyone, with a few clicks, may feed 
a false identity into its data base. 


From just one name to an infinity 
of names. It is merely a question of 
the time you have on hand and of 
the will to do so.... Or a question of 
need ....” 


Edith Frolla 
(Only at Yad Vashem) 


Olodogma displays a screen 
capture from the site of Yad 
Vashem (one might guess that it 
won’t be there for long) proving the 
recording of a totally fictitious 
gassed victim invented for the sake 
of demonstration by revisionists— 
in this particular case one Edith 
Frolla! 

1. Edith Frolla is... an anagram 
of Adolf Hitler! 

2. Her date of birth (April 20th, 
1889) is ... Adolf Hitler’s! 


3. Her occupation (painter): is ... 
just like Hitler’s! 

4. Her address: 29, via della 
Lungara, is the address of the 
Regina Coeli prison in Rome 
(Italy)! 

5. The photograph of the subject 
is a world-known picture of .... 
Magda Goebbels, Joseph 
Goebbels’s wife! 

6. Edith Frolla is supposed to 
have been gassed at the camp of 
Maidanek by carbon monoxide. 

Olodogma’s spokesman 
concludes: “No one checked the 
slightest element! No control! Not 
even the picture! And then one tells 
us that Yad Vashem Memorial, 
which is to Holocaustianity what 
the Vatican is to Catholicism, 
abounds with irrefutable ‘proofs’ 
testifying to the millions of victims 
of said Holocaust. One is almost 
bound to laugh heartily!” 

As for the antirevisionist law 
which was on the verge of being 
passed in Italy, it seems that it is 
presently taking a nap at the bottom 
of some drawer in some Roman 
ministry. 

http://tinyurl.com/kd5d56g 


It Takes All Kinds: 


Muslims Invading a Jewish Racket 


anhattan College in 
2011 took a bold step: it 
appointed as head of its Holocaust, 
Genocide and Interfaith Education 
Center a Muslim woman (who is, 
for what it’s worth, not Arab, and 
definitely not a convert to Islam 
from some other religion, or none). 
Dr. Mehnaz Afridi, born in Paki- 
stan, is the third director to head the 
HGI Center, the first woman, and 
almost certainly the first Muslim. 

Afridi’s appointment coincides 
with the college’s decision to em- 
brace genocide in general within 
the center’s perview 

(http://tinyurl.com/ntdn82c), 
ending the Holocaust’s previous 
monopoly as the only genocide un- 
der consideration. The Center in 
fact seems to have acquired its pre- 
sent name after 15 years of exist- 
ence under the rubric of The Holo- 
caust Resource Center. Dr. Jeff 
Horn, the Center’s Jewish head for 
the previous four years, chose the 
occasion of the center’s expanded 
brief to step down and return to his 
post as head of the college’s Histo- 
ry Department, but his public 
comments on the occasion were all 
supportive of his employer and its 
plans. 

The appointment of a Muslim to 
such a post as this could be taken as 
an affront by Jews who regard the 
Holocaust as a Jews-only proposi- 
tion, and sure enough, the redoubt- 
able Dov Hikind, long-time New 
York Assemblyman for Brooklyn’s 
48th District, entered the lists on 
this occasion with a broadside that 
faithfully reprised the exclusionist 
sentiment he expressed when ob- 
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jecting to the memorialization of 
gay victims of the Holocaust to- 
gether in the same memorial that 
memorialized Jews. Said he, “The 
addition of Dr. Afridi and the ex- 
pansion of the Center’s mission 
diminish the magnitude of the Hol- 
ocaust as a defining Jewish event,” 
a remark that followers of Hikind 
will recognize as fairly conciliatory 
by his standards. His modest re- 
quest: delete the word “Holocaust” 
from the name of the center, again 
an uncharacteristically reasonable- 
sounding demand from the Lion of 
Borough Park. Just what “Jewish” 
has to do with the “magnitude” of 
the occasion and whom or what it 
“defines” remain elusive, but this 
too is entirely consistent with the 
speaker’s character. He mentioned 
no objection to the past or present 


existence of the center within the 
precincts of a Catholic institution. 
Afridi, of course, now makes 
her living from flogging the Holo- 
caust, and even claims having per- 
formed some significant scholar- 
ship in the field. Her book, Shoah 
through Muslim Eyes, is due for re- 
lease in July. It will be, like much 
of her career to date, a rather slim 
tightrope to be walking over a land- 
scape studded with very dangerous 


mines. Some of her Muslim co- 
religionists, of course, fault her 
both for supporting the dubious 
Holocaust narrative that it is man- 
datory to support throughout West- 
ern academia and for insufficiently 
emphasizing the Nakba that Pales- 
tinians in their millions continue to 
suffer under to the present day, a 
neglect she may soon, but ever-so- 
gently find some latitude to miti- 
gate in the coming years. One can 
only hope—or fear, according to 
one’s persuasion. In any case, 
though two other Jewish commen- 
tators were named and quoted at 
length (Pamela Geller and a past 
professor of Afridi’s), no Muslim 
commenter was named, nor quoted 
at any length in The New York 
Times. 
(http://tinyurl.com/kqyeoeb). 
Maybe the NYT dropped them as 
nonpersons (Mohammed who?). Or 
maybe the commenters are just 
afraid of something, and made Af- 
ridi promise not to give them away. 
The prospective weakening of 
the uniqueness and/or Jewishness 
of World War II deaths of noncom- 
batants in Europe at the instigation 
of the Germans heralded by this 
development might raise a glimmer 
of hope in that rarest of revisionists 
who might be called an optimist. 
But another take could throw cold 
water on that rose-tinted vision: the 
idea that Muslims (and Catholics) 
mean to horn in on the lucrative 
racket that is called Shoah Busi- 
ness, possibly reducing the slice of 
the pie that Jews can take for them- 
selves. Certainly, the more cynical 
interpretation is one that better suits 


Hikind and his co-religionists gen- 
erally in some eyes; but realistical- 
ly, both prospects would seem like- 
ly to be troubling them, and the 
balance between the motives is for 


no human, not even the troubled 
themselves, to know for sure. 

But the Holocaust juggernaut 
rumbles on, attracting more and 
more riders with every revolution 


of its massive wheels. We, over 
whose bodies the juggernaut rolls, 
can only hope that it will collapse 
under the weight of its burgeoning 
load, and finally come to a stop. 


The Guilt of Oskar Gröning and the 
Innocence of Jewish Sonderkommandos 


T he much-ballyhooed tri- 
al in Lüneburg, Germany of 
a 93-year-old former SS man who 
served at Auschwitz over 70 years 
ago adds nothing to the extant case 
for the Holo and subtracts nothing 
from the revisionist case against it. 
Its chief interest is its insistence on 
the enhanced culpability of the de- 
fendant, Oskar Gröning. Nearly all 
previous defendants in German 
concentration camp trials were ac- 
cused on the basis of specific, di- 
rect acts against inmates. Gröning, 
the prosecution concedes, took part 
at worst in the appropriation and 
the occasional guarding of the 
property of deportees to Auschwitz 
—yet finds him complicit in the 
murder of 300,000 people. 

The different “ramps,” or plat- 
forms, at Auschwitz, where prison- 
ers and their baggage detrained are 
peripheral to Gröning’s admitted 
role—he interrupted his bookkeep- 
ing work for guard duty on the 
ramp only three times. Neverthe- 
less, to date the prosecution, ech- 
oed by the mass media, has focused 
on his activity at the ramp, where 
his actions in guarding and remov- 
ing the assembled property, in the 
words of a German prosecutor, 
helped reassure the next arrivals 
that nothing was amiss. Missing, 
however, from the courtroom and 
media descriptions 
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of the Auschwitz ramps was any 
mention of the Jewish inmates who, 
according to the Exterminationist 
version of Auschwitz, served at the 
ramps and, far more than Gröning 
could ever have, worked to deceive 


Oskar Gröning 
(I was going to say 
“Before revisionism,” but. . .) 


the arriving Jews into swarming 
docilely into the Nazi murder pens. 

Readers of Smith’s Report will 
recall our recent focus on a massive 
blind spot of the Holocaust estab- 
lishment: its failure to judge the ac- 
tions of the Jewish Sonderkomman- 
dos, who by the Holocausters’ own 
account helped deceive, lure, trap, 
and murder more than a million 
Jews in the gas chambers of 
Auschwitz. Rather than a searching 
moral examination of what, if the 
Holocaust claims are to be be- 


lieved, must amount to the most 
murderous treachery of all time, the 
Holocaust establishment has conse- 
crated the likes of Filip Mueller, 
Abe Bomba, and other SK men at 
Auschwitz and elsewhere as moral 
authorities as well as heroes. 

The Holocaust lobby’s excuse 
for the Sonderkommandos smiling- 
ly tricking their fellow Jews to their 
doom, day after day, is that, unlike 
Oskar Gröning, the Germans would 
have killed them for refusing. But, 
given the alleged nature of the Hol- 
ocaust, wouldn’t dying rather than 
being in any way complicit in the 
murder of their fellow Jews have 
been the better, the more honorable 
thing? Of the hundreds of thou- 
sands of American soldiers, sailors, 
and marines who died in the Sec- 
ond World War, how many would 
have preferred to survive by assist- 
ing in the mass slaughter of de- 
fenseless American civilians? 

The latest effort to prolong the 
sway of the Holocaust cult by ex- 
panding the culpability of wartime 
Germans through the Gröning trial 
points beyond Oskar Gröning and 
the Germans, to both the treacher- 
ous role of hundreds of Jews as ac- 
complices in the Holocaust and to 
the even more dubious part of the 
Holocaust lobby in honoring these 
traitors as heroes. 

Clearly, the Lobby and the Son- 
derkommandos are on the horns of 


a dilemma here—and it’s a dilem- 
ma that only we Revisionists can 
rescue them from. For only if the 


gaschamber claims are false do the 


Jewish Kapos of the ramp and the 


shower rooms emerge with some- 
thing like honor. 


Inconvenient History Annual — Volume 6 


Inconvenient History Volume VI is now available! Our sixth softbound annual contains 612 pages of cutting- 
edge scholarship that topples misleading myths of contemporary history by revealing the inconvenient truth of 
these matters. Inconvenient History, Volume VI, contains all the content in our four issues from 2014, the Spring, 
Summer, Fall, and Winter issues of Inconvenient History. 


This Volume Features: 


e No Smoking Gun, No Silver 
Bullets: The Real News of 
Rosenberg's Diary, by Richard 
Widmann; 

e Gypsy Holocaust? The Gypsies 
under the National Socialist 
Regime, by Carlo Mattogno; 

e Stalin's German-Nationalist 
Party, by K.R. Bolton; 

e Revisionism and the Power of 
Truth, by Nigel Jackson; 

e The Road to World War II, by 
Ralph Raico; 

e A Real World War II Death 
Camp: Oak Ridge, USA, by Jett 
Rucker; 

e Holocaust History: The Sound 
of One Hand Clapping, by Jett 
Rucker; 

e The Jewish Hand in the World 
Wars, Part 2, by Thomas 
Dalton; 

e Criminalizing Conscience, by 
Joseph Bellinger; 

e The Denial of "Holocaust 
Denial": The Feast of 
Misnaming, by Nigel Jackson; 

e Woodrow Wilson's "Second 
Personality," by Ralph Raico; 

e The "Ministry of Truth" at 
Britain's National Archives: 


e The Attempt to Discredit 
Martin Allen, by Nicholas 
Kollerstrom; 

e Profile in History: H. Keith 
Thompson Jr., by K.R. Bolton; 

e Revisionism as a Creative 
Destruction, by Jett Rucker; 

e Roots of Present World 
Conflict: Zionist Machinations 
and Western Duplicity during 
WW I, by K.R. Bolton; 

e The Rise and Fall of Historical 
Revisionism Following World 
War I, by Richard Widmann; 

e The Great Holocaust Mystery: 
Reconsidering the Evidence, by 
Thomas Dalton; 

e The Recovery of Human Fat in 
the Cremation Pits, by Carlo 
Mattogno; 

e The "Report on Concentration 
Camp Sachsenhausen" 
(Prisoner's Report) 12 June 
1945, by Klaus Schenwen; 

e The Karski Report: The 
Holocaust in Minature, by Jett 
Rucker; 

e Jan Karksi's Visit to Belzec: A 
Reassessment, by Friedrich 
Jansson; 

e Setback to the Struggle for 
Free Speech on Race in 


Australia, Part 1, by Nigel 
Jackson; 

e Origins of the Soviet Report on 
the Next-Generation Gas 
Chamber at Sachsenhausen, 
by Friedrich Jansson; 

e Quo Vadis, Revisionism?, by 
Joseph Bellinger; 

e Tinseltown Goes to War, by 
Ralph Raico. 


But that's not all! 


You'll also get all of our chal- 
lenging editorials, informative book 
reviews and hard-hitting commen- 
tary. No revisionist library is com- 
plete without this volume. 


Available from: 


CODOH 

POB 439016 

San Ysidro, CA 92143 

$25.00 for 612 pages of incon- 
venience for the enemies of truth. 

Plus $6 P&H 


Also available at 
www.amazon.com 


A LIGHT ON CAMPUS: CONTINUED FROM PAGE 2 


seven of the manuscript and 
then find the book itself on Ama- 
zon: 

http://tinyurl.com/k7s7c4x 
Chapter seven is titled “Saved by 
the Animals.” Along the way you 
will find my new Web page: 

www.alightoncampus.com 

Light focuses on how certain 
organizations and individuals have 
dedicated themselves to the de- 
struction of intellectual freedom on 
the American university campus. I 
could go on, but you will find it for 
yourself with a couple clicks on 
your keyboard or mobile device. 

If you have any suggestions 
about the book, or about the Web 
page, I’m all ears. 


PS: The Crimson refused to run 
the ad for Moral Decay, as the ad 
manager said it would make 
him/her “uncomfortable.” 


AN OPEN LETTER TO THE 
CRIMSON STAFF 
19 March 2015 


The Crimson Staff 


On 13 March you published an 
article titled: “Against Anti- 
Semitism at UCLA.” There you 
discussed the story of how on that 
campus a Jewish sophomore, Ra- 
chel Beyda, was first rejected be- 
cause of her Jewish faith, then sub- 
sequently confirmed, for a position 
on the student government’s judi- 
cial board. You wrote: 

“Having perspectives, opinions, 
and thoughtful ideas is not danger- 
ous—in fact, it should be consid- 
ered beneficial We all have 
worldviews that shape us: Our life 
experiences, racial background, 
sexual orientation, family upbring- 
ing, cultural values, and political 


views all influence how one might 
vote on the UCLA judicial board.” 

You wrote: “...we are enriched 
and educated through exposure to 
diverse worldviews. We must cher- 
ish that belief and never waver in 
our resolve to eliminate discrimina- 
tion on any basis.” 

You wrote: “The claims of con- 
flict of interest represent a weak 
excuse intended to shirk the deeper 
issue.” 

This is all good. 

To step back a bit: on Septem- 
ber 9, 2009 The Crimson published 
a small ad I submitted that asked 
two questions. 

1 — Is there anyone at Harvard 
who can produce the name, with 
proof, of one person murdered in a 
gas chamber at Auschwitz? 

2 — Why did Dwight D. Eisen- 
hower, in his book Crusade In Eu- 
rope—a chronicle of the Allied 
campaign to defeat the Germans on 
the Western Front—not mention 
the German gas chambers, the 
greatest weapon of mass destruc- 
tion employed during WWII? 

I was just askin’. Ya know? 

The fallout at Harvard and 
throughout New England was a 
combination whirlwind and fire- 
storm of disbelief and outrage. You 
will find a preliminary outline of it 
here: http://tinyurl.com/olm99kd 

That was a long time ago. Still, I 
should note that no one at Harvard 
or anywhere else that I am aware of 
attempted to answer either ques- 
tion. Why do you think? 

But here we are now. I have 
published a new book titled A Per- 
sonal History of Moral Decay. It’s 
a collection of autobiographical 
stories that almost entirely predate 
any interest I had in the Holocaust 
question. I submitted a small ad for 


the book to run in the online edition 
of The Crimson. After a couple 
days the sales rep wrote me: “My 
manager does not feel comfortable 
placing this advertisement on our 
website.” I asked who her manager 
is but she has not replied. 

Am I to take it as a given that 
when it comes to the Jewish Holo- 
caust story The Crimson will stand 
aside from such idealistic Crimson 
concepts as the one that reads: 
“Having perspectives, opinions, 
and thoughtful ideas is not danger- 
ous—in fact, it should be consid- 
ered beneficial We all have 
worldviews that shape us.” 

Or: “...we are enriched and ed- 
ucated through exposure to diverse 
worldviews. We must cherish that 
belief and never waver in our re- 
solve to eliminate discrimination on 
any basis.” 

Does the Crimson Staff still 
identify with such ideals as it did 
on March 13, 2015? Perhaps there 
is an academic in the Harvard jour- 
nalism department who would be 
willing to advise you on the proper 
way to go about it. 

And by the way: if there is any- 
one at The Crimson who would 
want to review A Personal History 
of Moral Decay, I'll send a copy 
along. There you will find a num- 
ber of personal confessions that 
will give any reviewer the oppor- 
tunity to ridicule the author. Con- 
fessions unlike anything your typi- 
cal Harvard professor would ever 
admit to. You can read Chapter 7, 
“Saved by the Animals,” 


at http://tinyurl.com/q93gc2a 
Bradley Smith 


This letter was copied to some 
600 Harvard student organizations. 


A QUESTION OF FREE 
SPEECH AT HARVARD 


Below is a letter I wrote to Har- 
vard University President Drew 
Faust more than five years ago. It 
addresses a Free Speech scandal 
that was to inundate the Harvard 
Crimson and Harvard itself in 
2009. You can review that history 
at http://tinyurl.com/pf6atdc 

Still, the question addressed, the 
Free Speech issue, remains as it 
was. The Crimson has informed me 
now that it will not run a small paid 
advertisement for my recent book, 
A Personal History of Moral De- 
cay. The reason given is that the 
book makes the Crimson advertis- 
ing manager feel “uncomfortable.” 
I am not told what the source of his 
(her) discomfort might be. A bit of 
profanity? A twice-removed asso- 
ciation with a historical issue that 
Harvard academics forbid student 
journalists to question? 

The academic class at Harvard, 
with regard to intellectual freedom 
and “the light of day,” is to students 
and to student journalists what the 
elephant is to mice. It squats over 
student journalists with its elephan- 
tine hindquarters blotting out and 
soiling such ideals as a Free Press 
and “the light of day.” You can 
read a representative chapter from 
A Personal History of Moral Decay 
at http://tinyurl.com/q93 gc2a. 
What’s all the fuss about? Why 
does such simple stuff threaten The 
Great American University? 


President Drew Faust 

Office of the President 
Harvard University 
Massachusetts Hall 
Cambridge, MA 02138 USA 


05 October 2009 


Dear President Faust: 


It is apparent that Harvard facul- 
ty supports a strategy of refusing to 
ask questions about WWII German 
weapons of mass destruction (gas 
chambers). It is equally apparent, 
by its silence, that Harvard faculty 
has found that it is not right to 
question the “unique monstrosity” 
of the Germans, and that they will 
not support Harvard students who 
might be disposed to a free ex- 
change of ideas on either matter. 
Does the Office of the President 
support that taboo? I have heard 
nothing to suggest that it does not. 

On 08 September the Harvard 
Crimson printed my advertisement 
asking why General Dwight D. Ei- 
senhower, in his Crusade in Eu- 
rope, chose (chose!) to not mention 
the WWII German weapons of 
mass destruction, the “gas cham- 
bers.” The ad asked: “Why not?” 
The ad also asked that a professor, 
someone, at Harvard University 
provide, “with proof, the name of 
one person killed in a gas chamber 
at Auschwitz.” 

On 09 September Maxwell L. 
Child, President of the Harvard 
Crimson, felt it necessary to apolo- 
gize for having run the advertise- 
ment, saying that the text “ques- 
tioned whether the Holocaust oc- 
curred” (it did not) and that it had 
angered many members of the Har- 
vard community. The Crimson staff 
then published a letter stating “we 
believe this item [these questions] 
should never be found in the pages 
of a college newspaper.” 

No member of the Harvard fac- 
ulty attempted to answer either of 
my questions, and there is no evi- 
dence that any member of the Har- 
vard faculty supported student 
journalists at The Crimson who had 
been in favor of publishing the ad. 
When the emails, telephone calls 
and letters poured in to The Crim- 
son from on-campus and off- 
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campus special-interest groups, 
Harvard faculty played out the role 
of “bystander,” allowing Crimson 
journalists to hang and twist in the 
wind. 

President Faust: why do you be- 
lieve no academic at Harvard is 
willing to respond to two simple 
questions about German weapons 
of mass destruction? Why do you 
believe Harvard faculty is unwill- 
ing to support Crimson journalists 
who favor a free exchange of ideas 
on the matter? Does the Office of 
the President support what appears 
to be a taboo at Harvard that pro- 
hibits questioning the orthodox (the 
State) position on German weapons 
of mass destruction? 

Do you not think it right for 
Harvard students to be aware of the 
fact that Dwight D. Eisenhower 
chose (chose!) to not mention gas 
chambers in his Crusade in Eu- 
rope? That Winston Churchill, in 
his six-volume History of World 
War II, chose to not mention gas 
chambers? That Charles de Gaulle 
chose to not mention German gas 
chambers in his Memoirs? That 
when Israeli Prime Minister Ben- 
jamin Netanyahu addressed the UN 
General Assembly only last month 
to proclaim that the Wannsee Pro- 
tocols contained “precise” infor- 
mation on the extermination of the 
Jews, that those who produced 
those Protocols chose to not men- 
tion gas chambers? How “precise” 
does Harvard faculty believe that 
is? Exactly? 

Perhaps you believe it is “hate- 
ful” to ask critical questions about 
German weapons of mass destruc- 
tion. If that is so, you must view the 
asking of such questions as a moral 
issue. I see it as a moral issue my- 
self, but from what I believe is a 
different perspective. I believe it is 
immoral to suppress intellectual 
freedom at Harvard, as it is to sup- 


press it anywhere. I believe it im- 
moral for Harvard (or any) faculty 
to not come to the aid of students 
who have opted for a free exchange 
of ideas and a free press. That it is 
immoral for Harvard faculty to ex- 
ploit taboo to forbid students to 
question a charge of unique mon- 
strosity routinely made against oth- 
ers. 

Harvard faculty has the right to 
be skeptical of every revisionist ar- 
gument that questions German 
weapons of mass destruction. Skep- 
ticism is not a sin. Revisionists are 
skeptical of the orthodox claims 
about German WMD and have 
published a good deal of material to 
illustrate why they are skeptical. To 
my knowledge, no Harvard profes- 
sor has published one paper in one 
peer-reviewed journal illustrating 
where a core revisionist text about 
German WMD is worthless. The 
skepticism of Harvard faculty, then, 
only reveals its credulity. 

President Faust: do you believe 
it right that the Office of the Presi- 
dent should allow and even encour- 
age taboo to trump intellectual 
freedom at Harvard? That taboo 
should be used to forbid an open 
debate in student publications on 
the question of the German use of 
weapons of mass destruction? If so, 
how am I to distinguish a member 
of your faculty committed to this 
particular taboo from a member of 
a South Seas cargo cult committed 
to some other taboo? His trousers? 

Thank you for your attention. 

Bradley R. Smith, 


Committee for Open Debate on 
the Holocaust 
PO Box 439016 
San Ysidro, California 92143 
Desk: 209 682 5327 
Email: bradley1930@yahoo.com 
Web: www.codoh.com 


NOTE: I will copy this letter to 
some of your colleagues and to 
others who I believe might find it 
interesting. 


AN OPEN LETTER TO 
PROFESSOR STEVEN PINKER 


Professor Steven Pinker 
Department of Psychology 
Harvard University 
Cambridge, MA 02138 

18 April 2015 


Professor Pinker: 


I watched you on YouTube giv- 
ing the Keynote Address for 
FIRE’s 15th Anniversary celebra- 
tion. The talk was titled “Three 
Reasons to Affirm Free Speech.” I 
admire the clear, forthright position 
you take on the question of Free 
Speech, and I believe I agree with 
everything you say there. 

I am writing you because I am 
one of those who have come to 
doubt the stories that Germans used 
weapons of mass destruction (gas 
chambers) in an attempt to exter- 
minate the Jews of Europe and per- 
haps the world. Being the kind of 
writer I am, I found that my doubt 
obligated me morally to encourage 
a free exchange of ideas, or Free 
Speech, on the matter. 

Back in 2009 I placed a small ad 
in the Harvard Crimson. There 
were two questions in the ad. I 
asked why Dwight D. Eisenhower, 
in his book Crusade in Europe, did 
not mention the German weapons 
of mass destruction (gas chambers). 
And I asked if there was one pro- 
fessor at Harvard who could pro- 
vide, with proof, the name of one 
individual who was killed in a gas 
chamber at Auschwitz. I received 
no response to either question. 


The Crimson ran that ad one 
time, then claimed it was a “mis- 
take” and withdrew it. Neverthe- 
less, printing these two simple 
questions one time caused a scan- 
dal, a firestorm of protest and con- 
demnation all over New England 
that was picked up by CNN and 
other international news agencies. 
You can find that story reviewed 
here: http://tinyurl.com/Innjrm7 

I bring this up because I do not 
find, though you were teaching at 
Harvard that year, that you com- 
mented on this Suppression-of- 
Free-Speech incident. 

Now that I have listened to you 
extol the virtues of Free Speech at 
FIRE, now that I understand that I 
appear to agree with everything 
you say on the matter, I would like 
to know why I can find no com- 
ment by you on the “censorship” 
question that was so public at Har- 
vard in 2009. 

Do you feel differently about 
Free Speech in 2015 than you did 
in 2009? If so, can you say briefly 
why that is so, why you changed 
your mind? I also read that your 
family is Jewish. I understand that 
you are not religious, but does that 
make a difference for you with re- 
gard to Free Speech and the Holo- 
caust issue? If so, why? 

I ask these questions because 
last month (March) the Crimson re- 
fused to run a small ad I submitted 
to promote my recent book, A Per- 
sonal History of Moral Decay. The 
book is a collection of autobio- 
graphical stories, nearly all of 
which take place before I became 
aware of the Holocaust question. 
The ad is rejected because an ad- 
vertising “manager” (I do not have 
a name) would feel too “uncom- 
fortable” to allow it to appear. 

I understand that the Crimson 
has the legal right to refuse to run 
any ad or any editorial content it 


chooses. Nevertheless, reviewing 
the Crimson’s history with me, I 
cannot help but understand that the 
ad for my new book has been re- 
jected for the same reasons that the 
2009 ad was pulled after publica- 
tion. Its author encourages Free 
Speech with regard to the Holo- 
caust question. 

Professor Pinker: Why do you 
think the ideals of Free Speech and 
a Free Press are abandoned at Har- 
vard? Surely they were there at 
some point in its history. Perhaps 
you can tell me (us) when that was. 
Perhaps a few words by you would 
encourage a couple three of your 
academic associates to stand up and 
break the Harvard taboo against 
Free Speech on the Holocaust ques- 
tion. 

Thank you for your attention. 


Bradley Smith 


PS: Pm sending you a copy of 
my book that’s in question. I know 
you do not have the time, but con- 
sidering your interests in experi- 
mental psychology and visual cog- 
nition, some of it might be right up 
your alley. 

*** Brainy Quotes is a 
Webpage devoted to worthy 
quotes by famous folk. Steven 
Pinker is one of those. Both 
famous and most worthy. 


Steven Pinker: “Morality is not 
just any old topic in psychology but 
close to our conception of the 
meaning of life. Moral goodness is 
what gives each of us the sense that 
we are worthy human beings.” 

Bradley Smith: Moral goodness 
suggests that it is good to be honest 
about what we believe, honest 
about what we doubt, particularly 
when it threatens us, as Free 
Speech sometimes does. 


Steven Pinker: “If you aren't 
just brought up in your tribe but in- 
teract with other people either di- 
rectly or vicariously, through jour- 
nalism and literature, you see what 
life is like from other points of 
view and are less likely to demon- 
ize them or dehumanize others and 
more likely to empathize with 
them.” 

Bradley Smith: This is why Free 
Speech, expressed through journal- 
ism and literature, should be en- 
couraged in the student press and 
on the Harvard campus generally, 
not the demonization and dehuman- 
ization of those who doubt what 
they are told by others they must 
believe. 


Steven Pinker: “When people 
talk, they lay lines on each other, 
do a lot of role playing, sidestep, 
shilly-shally and engage in all 
manner of vagueness and innuendo. 
We do this and expect others to do 
it, yet at the same time we profess 
to long for the plain truth, for peo- 
ple to say what they mean, simple 
as that. Such hypocrisy is a human 
universal.” 

Bradley Smith: The plain truth, 
if you will, is that on the Harvard 
campus hypocrisy is an academic 
universal with regard to Free 
Speech and the Holocaust question. 


Steven Pinker: “One of the 
perks of being a psychologist is ac- 
cess to tools that allow you to carry 
out the injunction to know thyself.” 

Bradley Smith: One tool for be- 
ing able to know thyself is the will- 
ingness to listen to the other, and to 
observe when we do listen how it 
affects the heart. The willingness to 
listen is the tool we can all access. 
No degree needed. 


Steven Pinker: “I think a lot of 
moral debates are not over what is 
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the basis of justice, but who gets a 
ticket to play in the game.” 

Bradley Smith: At Harvard, in 
the moral debate over Free Speech 
and the Holocaust Question, the 
game itself is banned. There are no 
tickets. No one plays. 


In Any Case 


By Wislawa Szymborska 


It could have happened. 

It had to happen. 

It happened earlier. Later. 

Closer. Farther away. 

It happened, but not to you. 

You survived because you were 
first. 

You survived because you were 
last. 

Because alone. 

Because the others. 

Because on the left. Because on 
the right. 

Because it was raining. Because it 
was sunny. 

Because a shadow fell. 

Luckily there was a forest. 

Luckily there were no trees. 

Luckily a rail, a hook, a beam, a 
brake, 

A frame, a turn, an inch, a 
second. 

Luckily a straw was floating on 
the water. 

Thanks to, thus, in spite of, and 
yet. 

What would have happened if a 
hand, a leg, 

One step, a hair away? 


(Translated from the Polish by 
Grazyna Drabik and Sharon Olds) 


Published in Ha’aretz 
18 April 2015 


Bertrand Russell Helps 
Define the Campus Project 
We are still scanning and up- 


loading to CodohWeb back issues 
of Smith’s Report. Following is a 


short text I ran across in SR 151, 
June 2008: 


One day in April, while working 
with faculty lists at Barnard Col- 
lege in New York City, it occurred 
to me to begin to include the de- 
partment of philosophy in each of 
my sends. Why not? The issue of 
making charges against others 
without being able to demonstrate 
that the charges are true raises phil- 
osophical questions. Questions of 
ethics. The question of how we 
should live. 

What sorts of things actually ex- 
ist (gas chambers?). What is know- 
ledge—for example, what does the 
“knowledge” of gas chambers real- 
ly consist of? What is the logic of 
assuming something is true when 
you cannot demonstrate that it is 
true? And then the question of 
whether this kind of logic is 
“wise.” 

In the midst of these reflections 
I came across a quote from Ber- 
trand Russell in his Philosophy of 
Logical Atomism (which I have not 
read). It appears that he writes, 
“The point of philosophy is to start 
with something so simple as to 
seem not worth stating, and to end 
with something so paradoxical that 
no one will believe it.” 

At that moment I understood 
that I am asking trained historians 
and other academics a question that 
is so simple that no one appears to 
think it worth asking, a question 
that implies an answer that is so 
paradoxical in our present cultural 
context that no one is willing to 
contemplate believing it. You can 
probably not imagine the happiness 
I felt to discover that I was, on my 
own, approaching the Holocaust 
question and the American academ- 
ic class from the philosophical per- 
spective of a Bertrand Russell! 


Are Bertrand Russell and Ste- 
ven Pinker—paradoxically as it 
were, my natural comrades-in- 
arms? Dr. Pinker has been judged 
to be one of the top 100 intellectu- 
als living in the world today. If an- 
yone can guide me in this most 
paradoxical issue: is it right, is it 
moral, to argue that the Holocaust 
question should be open to Free 
Speech on the Harvard campus, 
surely it is he. 


*** T need to explain why I am 
so late with this issue of Smith’s 
Report. This may be bad for 
business but... . 

One morning a few weeks ago 
when I woke up my wife was tell- 
ing me how I had been a bad actor 
the night before. I didn’t under- 
stand what she was talking about. 
She said I would not listen to her 
and I demanded to know who she 
was. She told me she was my wife 
and I demanded to know if she was 
German or American. I felt fine, 
but I realized something had hap- 
pened. 

Paloma drove me to the VA in 
La Jolla, they hospitalized me for a 
couple days, ran endless tests, de- 
cided I had not had a stroke this 
time, but a seizure. A shorted con- 
nection in the brain. I felt fine, but 
back at the house I was unfocused. 
It has since occurred to me that I 
have had another of the same, did 
not know it, and that that is why for 
a couple three weeks I could not 
focus. 

Apologies. But here I am now. 
Your help is much appreciated. 
And needed. 


Bradley 


Kk kkk 


If you find this work 
worthwhile, please take a 
moment to contribute. 


CREDIT CARD (ONLINE) 
We have a Merchant’s Account 
with Bank of America. Use our se- 
cure First Data Global page to 
make your donation Online. 
http://tinyurl.com/mpS5nohe 


CHECK or CASH 
We have used our present mail 
service here in Baja for 16 years. 
No problems. Mail to: 


Bradley R. Smith 
PO Box 439016 
San Ysidro CA 92143 


WIRE TRANSFER 
Bank Branch: HSBC Mexico, 
S.A. 0133 Rosarito 
Bank Address: Benito Juarez 
2000, Rosarito, BC 22710, Mexico 
Account Number: 6347793344 
SWIFT Code: BIMEMXMM 


Smith’s Report is published by 
Committee for Open Debate 
on the Holocaust 
Bradley R. Smith, Founder 
www.codoh.com 


For your contribution of $39 
you will receive 12 issues of 
Smith’s Report. 
Canada and Mexico—$45 
Overseas—$49 
Letters and Donations to: 


Bradley R. Smith 
Post Office Box 439016 
San Ysidro, CA 92143 

Desk: 209 682 5327 


bradley1930@yahoo.com 


Blog: www.codohfounder.com 
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The Light Flickers 


by Jett Rucker 


his issue of Smith ’s Report 

must be the first ever that 
lacks the byline of Bradley 
Smith. 

Our namesake and “face” 
has given over what for anyone 
else would be their “golden 
years” to the fight for freedom 
to discuss openly what might be 
history’s most-contended sub- 
ject. It is a supreme act of self- 
sacrifice, perhaps to be com- 
pared with the self-immolation 
of Reinhold Elstner in Munich 
in 1995, which Elstner accom- 
panied with a manifesto that 
haunts every broad conscience 
to this very day. 

But Bradley’s fight has not 
consumed him, nor has it, as in 
cases such as that of his young- 
er (by ten years) opponent, 
Abraham Foxman, enriched 
him financially. He struggles 
on, in the face of advancing 
age, implacable opposition, 
massively inferior funding 
compared with that of his op- 


ponents, and intractable de- 
ficiencies of means not only 
for conducting the good 
fight, but even for sustaining 
his meager standard of liv- 
ing and growing medical 
needs. 

Recently, in addition to 
the cancer and other afflic- 
tions he has borne through 
the years, his doctor added 
concerns for his heart. Brad- 
ley long since earned his 
rest, but he has never taken 
it. As of press time, he has 
been slowed to a crawl com- 
pared to the vigorous pace 
he has maintained through 
all the years we’ve known 
him. 

Get well, Bradley. The 
fight goes on—without you 
if it must, but with you al- 
ways as an inspiring exam- 
ple for all of us who follow 
in your courageous foot- 
steps. 


Transition Times 


Late on July 16, Bradley Smith called to tell 
me that he won’t be able to do Smith’s Report 
anymore. Hence Jett, doing the writing, and 
I (formatting and actual publishing) got the 
present issue out all by ourselves. 

We don’t know whether this is tempo- 
rary or permanent, but the writing has been 
on the wall for a while, and preparations 
have been made to hand over operations to 
younger generations, if need be. 

During that transition, the ride may be 
somewhat bumpy at times. Those reading 
SR online won’t notice, but the print issue 
will be a logistical and financial challenge. 
After all, we cannot possibly use funds sent 
to Bradley/CODOH. Right now Bradley 
needs all the pennies he can get. 

Think of this as an opportunity to im- 
prove SR, though. We strive to have a high- 
er diversity of contributors, and we dream 
of turning SR into ze revisionist newsletter, 
reporting about anything worth reporting in 
out field. 

In order to reach that goal, we would 
like to add two staff members to our team. 
One would report about events impacting 
free speech, the other about new revisionist 
activities of interest: print media, internet 
posts, videos, podcasts, public events. After 
a trial period, these positions will come with 
a small remuneration. If interested, please 
drop an email to feedback@codoh.com 

Germar Rudolf 
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I Was Gassed! 


A Holocaust Revisionist’s Experience with Carbon Monoxide Poisoning 


have survived carbon-monoxide 

poisoning, more than once. My 
latest carbon-monoxide poisoning 
was caused by an improperly in- 
stalled stove ventilation fan located 
next to a natural-gas hot-water 
heater. This latest CO poisoning 
was the most severe. 

From my experience of being 
“gassed,” I have several observa- 
tions pertaining to “Holocaust gas- 
sing” claims. As we are told, car- 
bon monoxide was the mass killer 
in the Treblinka, Sobibor, Belzec, 
and Majdanek camps, as well as in 
the T4 euthanasia program. 

However, comparing real car- 
bon-monoxide poisoning to the fic- 
tional mass gassings in fake shower 
rooms we have been brainwashed 
into believing, there are several ma- 
jor inconsistences which further 
expose fraudulent “Holocaust” gas- 
sing tales as bogus atrocity fiction. 

This most-recent gas poisoning 
occurred in winter, of course, when 
all the windows in my apartment 
were closed. After having just 
cooked lunch, we left the ventila- 
tion fan on over the range while my 
roommate took a hot shower. How- 
ever, due to negligence in the re- 
cent renovation of our apartment, 
the ventilation fan had no exhaust 
outside the apartment. There was 
no hole in the wall to exhaust its 
output! The ventilation fan sucked 
uncombusted gas and carbon mon- 
oxide out of the water heater’s 
burner, lethally located in a cabinet 
right next to the stove ventilation 


by Eric Hunt 


fan, right into the apartment. 

Several minutes later, my 
roommate and I began to feel 
woozy. I heard a strange ringing in 
my ears. My head hurt a bit. I stood 
up and walked towards the kitchen. 
My walking was uncoordinated, 
and my vision became blurred. I 
felt like I was very drunk. 

We knew something was wrong. 
Then I smelled gas—not the carbon 
monoxide, of course, but the un- 
combusted gas that was mixed with 
it. 

“Gas” I called out. I wasn’t able 
to yell; my voice trailed off as I 
said that one word. Contrary to 
Holocaust industry claims about 
screaming and wailing victims, one 
is barely able to speak, let alone 
scream when one is quickly losing 
oxygen to the brain. 

I was losing energy with every 
step. My vision became blurry, I 
was dizzy, stumbling towards a 
window. I rushed and opened a 
window, but it had little effect. I 
opened another window on the 
same side of the apartment, and 
tried to suck fresh oxygen into my 
lungs. My roommate came stum- 
bling towards me. I saw her lose 
balance and try to rest on the 
couch, then try to get back up 
again. She almost fell over, and I 
broke her fall and placed her on the 
floor. 

“Lie down” I said. She looked 
very frightened, and her face was 
bright red. The gas affected her 
more quickly than it did me. 


I rushed to the window again 
and tried to suck more air into my 
lungs, but felt little benefit. By this 
time I was out of energy, and felt I 
was losing consciousness. Helping 
my roommate to the floor expended 
a lot of my internal reserve of oxy- 
gen, and my heart rate was increas- 
ing. I could only kneel near the 
window at this point and try to 
breathe in fresh air. I felt like I was 
close to blacking out, and knowing 
about the deadly nature of CO gas, 
truly felt near death. It felt like cur- 
tains were closing on my vision, 
and my consciousness. 

However, there was no pain. 
Towards the worst of it, I even ac- 
cepted my fate. Kneeling near the 
window, not feeling the fresh air 
take effect, it felt like there was 
nothing else I could do. Having 
made videos explaining how car- 
bon monoxide binds to hemoglo- 
bin, creating carboxyhemoglobin, I 
knew if the fresh air didn’t work, 
and quickly, we’d both be uncon- 
scious soon, and likely die. 

So towards the worst of it, 
kneeling near the open window, I 
felt closer to death than I’ve ever 
felt. My vision was becoming blur- 
ry and it felt like my field of vision 
was narrowing, like curtains slowly 
closing in front of my eyes, and on 
my life. At that moment, to my 
surprise, it wasn’t so bad. There 
was no pain. I was able to breathe 
normally; just the oxygen wasn’t 
getting to my brain. Maybe endor- 
phins and adrenaline kicked in at 
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Signs of a good night out? Or carbon monoxide poisoning? 
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that point. I felt shocked and disap- 
pointed that I’d die in a preventable 
accident. I could imagine the head- 
lines. “Holocaust Denier Gassed!” I 
felt it was an embarrassing way to 
die. I was in no pain, just sorry that 
I felt I was about to die. However 
unlike fantasy “Holocaust” victims, 
the last thing on my mind was 
screaming or yelling. In between 
my internal ruminations on death 
and gassing, breathing and holding 
onto consciousness was the only 
focus. 

Thankfully I became able to get 
up and shut off the gas supply to 
the water heater. I opened windows 
on the opposite end of the apart- 
ment. This helped a little bit; a 
small breeze went through the 
apartment, but not nearly enough to 
get the poison gas out of the apart- 
ment and replace it with fresh air. 
With my hands on my knees, I 
hobbled over and opened the door 
on a third side of the apartment. 
Only then, finally, did a rush of 
fresh air blow through the apart- 
ment. 

My roommate and I put our 
coats and shoes on and hurriedly 
left the apartment, and with our 
hands on our knees, due to lack of 
oxygen and strength, stumbled 


down a few flights of stairs and in- 
to the cold winter air. Relief still 
didn’t come, however. A different 
stage of the poisonous gas’s effects 
was beginning. 

If the initial effects — disorienta- 
tion, blurred vision, discoordina- 


tion, were like being severely 
drunk, what followed was a terrible 
hangover. 


I had an excruciating headache 
for the rest of the day. It felt like no 
headache I have ever had before. I 
didn’t feel like talking. “My brain 
hurt.” I was incredibly thirsty. I 
drank water constantly thereafter. I 
felt like I wanted to vomit, but 
couldn’t. 

The gas was shut off in the 
apartment until repairs were made 
and a further inspection done. We 
didn’t feel safe in the apartment 
overnight, and of course we had no 
hot water. We rented a hotel room, 
and it was only after taking a hot 
shower that I began to feel better. 


Observations 

Skin Coloration 

Carbon-monoxide poisoning, as 
well as cyanide poisoning, results 
in distinctive bright, cherry red col- 
oration on the victim’s face and ex- 
tremities. Holohoaxers such as Da- 


rio Gabbai and his Sonderkom- 
mando cousins, the “Merchants of 
Venice”, the Venezia brothers, ex- 
pose their lies when they claim vic- 
tims turned “Black and blue.” 

Another impossible carbon- 
monoxide-victim color is yellow, 
as described in Holohoaxer Jankiel 
Wiernik’s “A Year in Treblinka.” 
Notice the Wieselian fictional 
atrocity poetry: 

“They no longer shouted, be- 
cause the thread of their lives had 
been cut off. They had no more 
needs or desires. Even in death, 
mothers held their children tightly 
in their arms. There were no more 
friends or foes. There was no more 
jealousy. All were equal. There was 
no longer any beauty or ugliness, 
for they all were yellow from the 
gas. There were no longer any rich 
or poor, for they all were equal be- 
fore God’s throne. And why all 
this? I keep asking myself that 
question. My life is hard, very hard. 
But I must live on to tell the world 
about all this barbarism. ” 
www.zchor.org/treblink/wiernik.htm 

I noticed a bright red coloration 
on the face of my roommate, and 
even got a photograph. The colora- 
tion of her face was similar to this 
carbon monoxide poisoning victim 
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shown below. 

It’s clear the “Sonder- 
kommando” claiming gas- 
sing victims turned blue or 
yellow chose the wrong col- 
oration, perhaps thinking 
their fictional gas-chamber 
victims would have turned 
blue because they were de- 
prived of oxygen, not know- 
ing the telltale bright cherry- 
red coloration of actual cya- 
nide and carbon-monoxide 
victims. 


Ventilation 

Even opening windows on 
opposite sides of the apart- 
ment did little to disperse the 


My pink, unconscious roommate (in color online) 


original configuration, with- 
out the dividing wall, and a 
blower in the middle, like the 
room next to it, which we 
know was used for delousing 
clothing due to the telltale 
Prussian Blue staining on the 
walls. However, as Carlo 
Mattogno first pointed out, 
the room is connected to cyl- 
inders of carbon dioxide, not 
monoxide. What a blatant 
hoax! 

You can try this yourself 
(in the winter when all the 
windows are closed). Try 
opening one window in your 
house and smell how long it 
takes to provide your entire 


gas. Opening the door on the 

third side of the apartment did the 
trick. The two real, lifesaving clo- 
thing-delousing gas chambers in 
Majdanek which had heaters / 
blowers attached to a wall in the 
middle of them, with doors on op- 
posite ends in them likely served 
the same purpose my apartment’ s 
third side door did. The operatives 
likely turned the heater / blower on 
after a gassing in addition to open- 
ing the opposite doors in order to 
disperse the gas quickly and entire- 
ly. In the absence of a ventilation 
fan, hoping for a simple cross 


a 


r 


breeze is not enough. A third 
source of ventilation works best. 
The hoaxer-alleged “CO/Cya- 
nide” gassing room next to the long 
clothing-delousing chamber at Maj- 
danek, which has one door, a divid- 
ing wall placed where a useful, ex- 
isting opposite wall ventilation 
door could have been useful, and 
an almost certainly Soviet-created 
crudely hacked hole in the ceiling, 
with a glass window which is not 
sealed, is not ideal whatsoever for 
ventilation after an alleged carbon 
monoxide gassing. They could 
have simply left the room in its 


house with fresh air. Then 
open two windows, opposite each 
other. Then open a door or window 
on a third side of the house or 
apartment and see the difference. 
The third source of air makes all 
the difference. 

Of course anyone designing a 
real “gas chamber” would be aware 
of these ventilation problems, 
which mocks the claim that the 
smaller gas chamber at Majdanek, 
which, absent the obviously post- 
war Soviet created hole in the ceil- 
ing, only had one door to ventilate 
the room, is far from something the 


Resuscitation of a pinkish CO-poisoning victim (in color online) 
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ingenious German engineers would 
have created for mass murder. In 
fact, your shower has better ventila- 
tion than the alleged carbon- 
monoxide gas chamber at Maj- 
danek. 

The average shower, which usu- 
ally has a ventilation fan, has more 
ventilation than many of the al- 
leged genocidal mass gas cham- 
bers. So a real shower room would 
actually work better as a gas cham- 
ber than the mythical fake shower 
rooms of mainstream fantasy. But 
as we know at Majdanek, the real 
shower rooms and real clothing- 
delousing chambers were separate 
rooms, both serving life-saving 
purposes. 


Screaming — Highly Unlikely! 
While being gassed to death, it is 


highly unlikely victims would 
manage to scream, expelling air, ra- 
ther than doing their best to inhale 
air. When my roommate and I 
spoke to each other during the 
“gassing”, each word was difficult 
to speak. With a lack of oxygen- 
provided energy, every word was 
faint and trailed off towards the 
end. Like someone half awake. We 
spoke only a few words to each 
other, perhaps instinctively trying 
to preserve every last bit of energy. 

While one’s body is shutting 
down, one’s increasingly confused 
and disoriented brain is focused on 
holding onto life and conscious- 
ness, and as one loses the ability to 
stand or speak, screaming becomes 
instinctually counter-productive to 
survival, as one simply hopes to in- 
hale as much oxygen as possible in 
order to survive. Someone being 
gassed is programmed to get fresh 
oxygen IN to their lungs, not 
screaming, yelling, and blowing air 
OUT! 


After recovering from carbon- 
monoxide poisoning, I joked to my 
roommate that the Jewish God was 
punishing me. I reconsidered all 
sides. I almost died from carbon 
monoxide gas. Wow. Were three 
million Jews really gassed in ways 
similar to what I just experienced? 
Not to mention another 1 million 
(give or take) in “gas vans”? 

Examining in particular eyewit- 
ness testimony, it’s clear the symp- 
toms described are impossible, 


simply not in the least consistent 
with real carbon-monoxide (or cya- 
poisoning. 


nide) The victims 


Ventilation fan in my bathroom ... 
better than what is said to have been 
installed in most of the alleged Nazi 

gas chambers. 


wouldn’t have turned blue, or yel- 
low, but would have been bright, 
cherry red. They likely wouldn’t 
scream and yell as alleged, and def- 
initely could not make claw marks 
in cement walls. 

In addition, technical provisions 
for ventilation post-gassing are not 
present in many of the alleged 
homicidal mass-gassing facilities, 
most prominently the smaller “Car- 
bon monoxide” gas chamber in 


Majdanek. 
Overall, stories of wailing, 
clawing, screaming Jews being 


gassed expose gas-chamber stories 


as scientifically impossible atrocity 
fiction. Real victims of gassing be- 
come confused, disoriented, 
breathe normally, but quickly lose 
energy, hit the floor, sometimes 
experience convulsions, then un- 
consciousness, and then death. 

Carbon-monoxide poisoning, 
absent convulsions, is painless. It’s 
like being really drunk, then be- 
coming unconscious, and while un- 
conscious, dying. Not a bad way to 
go. There are small differences 
among “pure” carbon-monoxide 
poisoning, cyanide (gas) poisoning, 
and death by engine exhaust. How- 
ever, the major symptoms have not 
been properly described; in fact the 
opposite of reality has been chosen 
by the vindictive former prisoners. 
Horror versions of gassings such as 
that told by Irene Zisblatt are prov- 
able lies, chosen due to the hoax- 
er’s ignorance of actual gassing 
symptoms. 

The monstrous “Holocaust” gas- 
sing-in-fake-showers myth is stran- 
gling European civilization. But a 
tsunami of evidence, including that 
from real carbon-monoxide gassing 
survivors such as myself, unambig- 
uously refutes that of “Holocaust” 
hoax peddlers. It’s no surprise that 
Revisionist heroes such as Sylvia 
Stolz and Vincent Reynouard are 
due to be imprisoned by treasonous 
anti-European Zionist occupation 
governments. The evidence refut- 
ing Holohoax gassing lies is scien- 
tific, medical, and above all — irref- 
utable. 


Eric Hunt is the filmmaker of “The 
Last Days of the Big Lie”, “The 
Treblinka Archaeology Hoax” and 
“The Majdanek Gas Chamber 
Myth.” All are available for view- 
ing at 

www. HolocaustHoaxMuseum.com 
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What Would Happen If... 


he following is an imagined 
memorandum or e-mail from 
the colleague of a Harvard Univer- 
sity professor who, in an under- 
graduate history class, stated a 
“sensitive” historical fact concern- 
ing the Holocaust. No professor at 
any American university is known 
to have done any such thing in any 
such setting, nor would it seem at 
this time even remotely likely, not 
only because of the opposition of 
donors and funding agencies to 
such heterodoxy, but because of the 
ability in the present day for stu- 
dents to file complaints with the 
federal government under Title IX 
of the US Education Amendments 
of 1972 of a “hostile learning envi- 
ronment” (see tinyurl.com/pfk48ly) 
For the time being, the situation 
is entirely hypothetical, although 
with the increasing inroads being 
made by revisionist scholars, an in- 
cident of this kind, or even perhaps 
a series of them, would seem prac- 
tically inevitable over a sufficient 
period of time. However, Harvard 
in particular would seem an unlike- 
ly venue for early instances of such 
a momentous event. The percent- 
ages of Jewish students and faculty, 
which in reality change over time, 
are meant to be illustrative, not 
necessarily factual. Both professors 
are assumed to hold tenure. 


Date July 10, 2015 

To Dr. Heedless Historian, 
Harvard [no real person, yet] 

From Dr. John Q. Colleague [not 
anyone ’s real name, either] 


Subj Historical Heterodoxy 


With your now-famous “no writ- 


by John Q. Colleague 


ten order” remark, and refusal to 
retract or amend it in any way, 
you've crossed a line that can only 
get you “killed” professionally, 
and drag down a lot of the rest of 
us here at Harvard with you. The 
coverage, starting in our own Har- 
vard Crimson and escalating to the 
Wall Street Journal, the Jerusalem 
Post, and the United Nations itself, 
must exceed your own expectations 
for it. 

Or did it? Why did you have to 
blurt such a thing, in an under- 
graduate classroom containing 
something like 40 percent Jews, 
along with the rest of us, steeped 
all our lives in the historical brew 
consisting chiefly of Nazi guilt for 
the Holocaust? Our faculty, itself 
25 percent or more Jewish, seems 
to stand  shoulder-to-shoulder 
against you, along with the rest of 
the world, at least so far as it is re- 
flected in the media. 

OF COURSE no written order 
for the Holocaust from Hitler or 
anyone in the level below him has 
been adduced as yet—every histo- 
rian on the planet knows that. But 
in making such a bald statement to 
a group of impressionable under- 
graduates, you’re blatantly com- 
mitting Holocaust Denial, a crime 
in many civilized countries, and 
worse than a crime here in Cam- 
bridge, where not only our student 
body and faculty ranks are almost 
30 percent Jewish, but at least 80 
percent of our donations are esti- 
mated to come from Jewish alumni. 
And that doesn’t even count the 
many millions every year that come 
from our Uncle in Washington, all 


now threatened by the flood of Title 
IX “hostile learning environment” 
complaints coming not only from 
your students, but from others here 
who read the Crimson articles and 
report feeling threatened. You 
could bankrupt our employer just 
with the legal bills for dealing with 
these complaints, let alone the dis- 
continued donations and federal 
funding. 

Your recourse to claims of “ac- 
ademic freedom” is not only pa- 
thetically hollow, it has failed utter- 
ly to protect the dozen or so gradu- 
ate students whose dissertation 
committees you’re on, not to men- 
tion the poor sods who had the mis- 
fortune to be your teaching assis- 
tants and graduate assistants. 
These unfortunates have scrambled 
to take the unprecedented step of 
“firing” you from their associa- 
tions with you, but they have al- 
ready lost all their scholarship 
funding, and no other professor 
will take the risk of taking your (vi- 
tal) place in their embryonic aca- 
demic careers. Collateral victims, 
you could call them, but they’re 
YOUR victims, and I hope you ap- 
preciate that, even as you yourself 
head toward bearing the conse- 
quences of your rash action; I hear 
your publisher has opted out of the 
contract you had for the publica- 
tion of your next book, which seems 
to have nothing whatsoever to do 
with the Holocaust. 

I don’t hate the history you’re 
doing, nor even hate your discreet 
and suitably equivocal disclosure 
of it to qualified audiences, but I do 
very much hate your noising such 
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sensitive information about in 
quarters which you know very well 
will visit massive retribution upon 
at least dear old Harvard, if not the 
professoriate generally. The alle- 
gory of Eve (and the Serpent) per- 
suading Adam to partake of the 
fruit of the Tree of Knowledge 
pales in comparison with the expul- 
sion from the Garden of Eden that 
we may experience as the result of 
your intemperate remark and sub- 
sequent obstreperousness. 

And you’re going to lead the 
rest of us out of the Garden, be as- 
sured of that. You'll be in early re- 
tirement by this time next year; I 
hear you’ve been relieved of all 
teaching duties already. Personal- 
ly, I entertain hopes that Harvard 
will be able to buy off the feds with 
fines totaling under a billion. Add- 
ing legal fees to the amount I hope 


for, most definitely will break into 
the ten-digit range, which may very 
well affect my own retirement, nine 
years behind what yours would 
have been if you had not commit- 
ted, and stuck to, the Gaffe of the 
Century. No one will ever be able 
to reckon how many millions—or 
billions—will be withheld by Jew- 
ish alumni and the many others 
who see things as they do. 

We who embark on academic 
careers in the service of Clio, the 
muse of history, do so with full 
awareness of the public’s (and the 
government’s) preferences among 
the many things Clio might whisper 
in our ears, and the great among us 
succeed in so winnowing these mut- 
terings as not only to advance 
knowledge, but as well to motivate 
those who provide our daily bread, 
be that bread from voluntary dona- 


tions or from taxes exacted from 
the swarming, benighted multi- 
tudes. 

As for you, you have made your 
mark, and I see it as a blazing H, if 
you will, upon your forehead, 
which you will wear throughout the 
rest of your life, wherever you may 
go to elude those who pursue you 
and your descendants in time. Even 
Turkey, where Norman Finkelstein, 
author of The Holocaust Industry 
and former (non-tenured) professor 
at DePaul University, hides today 
from the wrath of our own Alan 
Dershowitz, won’t be nearly far 
enough away from the scene of 
your crime. 

I’m sorry, after all our years of 
collegial and personal collabora- 
tion, not to wish you well. 

I just can’t afford to. 

John 


When the Last One Dies ... Look Out! 


S aints are canonized only after 
their deaths; there’s no such 
thing as a living saint. It was only 
after the deaths of Jesus Christ and 
Mohammed that their respective re- 
ligions, Christianity and Islam, ac- 
quired the sweeping force that ena- 
bled their adherents to lay waste 
countless cities and countries, the 
while slaughtering millions whose 
crime was being unwashed. Even 
the escaped Jews of Egypt waited 
for the death of Moses to begin the 
first of their by-now-numerous eth- 
nic cleansings of Palestine. 

I was born in 1945. Being the 
age I am, I might hope to live long 
enough to observe the announce- 
ment of the death of the last “Holo- 


by Jett Rucker 


caust survivor;” I have already not- 
ed announcements, first, of the last 
veteran of the War Between the 
States and later, of the First World 
War. Both announcements were, in 
some sense, nominal, depending as 
they had to on records of who was 
a veteran and who was not, and 
whether they are alive or dead. 

The inevitable announcement 
will dismay, or threaten, those 
younger poseurs who have, in one 
or another of many ways, managed 
to assume the sacrosanct office of 
Holocaust Survivor. The an- 
nouncement will signify to them: 
the game is up! Cut it out now! The 
Last One is dead, so you’d better 
not be popping up and saying 


you’re one, too—you’ll be de- 
nounced and exposed. 

Guesses as to what percentage 
of today’s “Holocaust survivors” 
are fakes are necessarily somewhat 
arbitrary, but it’s logically provable 
that since some time or other—I’ve 
chosen 1970 as a round-numbered 
year—the number of opportunists 
exceeded the number of genuine 
Holocaust veterans, at least insofar 
as self-proclaimed contenders are 
concerned, since real veterans of 
such experiences tend, for a num- 
ber of good reasons, to be discreet 
about their qualifications. Latter- 
day “survivors” will have, at that 
ineluctable time in the future, to 
seek out some other scam to em- 
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ploy in their mulcting professions. 

But the hallowed occasion of 
the future will spell disaster for one 
other interested group of people, 
and it’s not one you’d expect to 
suffer on the occasion in question: 
revisionists. Yes, (we) revisionists. 

The defining quality of a martyr 
is that the martyr must be dead. 
Whether the martyr died on a cross, 
or in a gas chamber, or even at the 
hands of his malefactors is not 
quite as inflexible as this require- 
ment of being dead. And if the mar- 
tyr is, as in the case of Holocaust 
Survivors, a group (that in fact 
grows actuarially larger with each 
passing year), then the group can- 
not be “a martyr” until every last 
one of them is dead, whether in 
penury or in ease and luxury. And 
one day, everyone potentially or ac- 
tually a victim of that Holocaust 
will be dead—no two ways about 
it. 

When that day is declared to 
have arrived, revisionists of the his- 
tory in question will be moved 
from a position of disparagement 
and condemnation to a place direct- 
ly atop the funeral pyre of the Last 
Victim. They will become, ines- 
capably, defamers of the dead, a 
crime in European countries such 
as Germany that seems to have no 
applicability to defamees convinc- 
ingly portrayed as having been Na- 
zis. 

Heretics burned at the stake for 
blasphemy in the Middle Ages 
were not so toasted for having dis- 
honored the reputation of any liv- 


ing person; they were roasted for 
having in some way or other dis- 
honored the memory of someone 
dead—Christ in most cases. Fates 
bearing comparison to being 
burned at the stake await those 
who, perhaps as early as the present 
day, are known to have seriously 
questioned anything about the ex- 
periences of the departed deities, or 
even the purposes, methods or guilt 
of those said to have tormented 
them. 

As ersatz victims (children of 
Victims, grandchildren of Victims) 
rush to reap the rewards of second- 
hand victimhood, the sentences im- 
posed on revisionists of all kinds 
will make the judgments meted out 
to hyperannuated prison guards 
such as John Demjanjuk seem 
mild—and the accused will encom- 
pass incisive thinkers of any age, 
not just those who are demograph- 
ically at the threshold of death. 

Those bewailing that inevitable 
time when “there will be no one 
left who can bear witness to the 
atrocities” conceal—consciously or 
not—an impending Inquisition that 
will make the intellectual atrocities 
committed to the present date seem 
a mere exercise. There will be 
criminal proceedings in places such 
as the United States where previ- 
ously atrocities such as the extradi- 
tion of Germar Rudolf had to be 
conducted sub rosa. There will, in 
that and other jurisdictions, be new 
laws prohibiting “hate speech” and 
“defamation of the dead” that will 
enable still more prosecutions, in- 


cluding those of offenders whose 
crimes were committed long before 
the laws were enacted that made 
their acts crimes. 

The feeding frenzy of moral en- 
trepreneurs will be gruesome in- 
deed, at least from the perspective 
of its victims, among which will 
number both Freedom and its 
handmaiden, Truth. 

The entire affair, totally antici- 
patable at the present remove, con- 
stitutes an opportunity that moral 
entrepreneurs are no doubt already 
contemplating, with an eye to cap- 
turing the cash-and-fame prizes that 
will go to whoever seizes that pre- 
cious, earliest, moment when it can 
be pulled off. 

The last eligible Victim will 
have been born (likely in a concen- 
tration camp) around the time I 
was. To note his or her death, I 
shall have to outlive them— 
unlikely in view of the financial in- 
centives he or she has to continue 
to draw breath. But you, dear read- 
er, if you are younger, may live to 
see the vaunted Event. 

If, at that time, you might be 
identified somehow as a revisionist, 
God help you. Perhaps you should 
lie low for a decade or two, and on- 
ly peep above the edge of the 
trench sometime well after the Ter- 
rible Event has occurred. 

It will grow safer after that mo- 
ment has passed ... but slowly, ev- 
er so slowly. Remember Christiani- 
ty. And Islam. And Judaism. And 
above all, those moral vultures who 
feed off popular hatred. 
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How Money Almost Killed Revisionism 


he opponents of revisionism— 

not counting the billion-dollar 
reparations programs—collect and 
spend as much money in a week as 
all the world’s revisionists in a 
year. If in 2014, revisionism com- 
manded as much as a whole million 
dollars , the Holocaust memorials 
and theme parks, genocide-studies 
departments of a hundred universi- 
ties, and anti-Semitism monitors of 
a dozen governments easily spent 
more than $52 million, or maybe 
ten times that much. 

So when, in 1995, $7.5 million 
dollars became available to the In- 
stitute of Historical Review, then of 
Torrance, California, there should 
have been an upwelling of revision- 
ist research, publications, events, 
and activity of every description. 
Right? You’d be wrong, of course, 
to expect any such thing. The mas- 
sive windfall of money inherited 
from the death of a wealthy friend 
of IHR founder Willis Carto had 
the ironic ultimate effect of putting 
the IHR into what might as well be 
called suspended animation so far 
as revisionism is concerned, as well 
as locking up the many irreplacea- 
ble classic revisionist studies to 
which the IHR had acquired either 
the publication rights, the only usa- 
ble manuscripts, or both, of authors 
both living and dead. The story of 
how this paradoxical effect 
emerged from what should have 
been the long-awaited ignition 
spark for revisionism is a long story 
covering many years, and many 
colorful personalities together with 


(and Is Still Hurting It) 


by Jett Rucker 


the destructive conflicts they en- 
tered into over this very same mon- 
ey. 
By definition, or perhaps by a 
process that might be called “social 
selection,” revisionists are (remem- 
ber—I AM one) ... quirky. From 
the get-go, we don’t overly trouble 
ourselves to fit in with the larger 
numbers of those around us, though 
some of us can be quite personable 
in the odd moment. We’re inveter- 
ately independent-minded, of 
course, and as one might expect the 
followers of such counter-cultural 
notions as we do, we’re likely 
somewhat more convinced of the 
correctness of our conclusions, or 
at least of our doubts, than most of 
the rest of the herd. Willis Carto 
and his benefactress, Jean Farrel, 
granddaughter and heiress of 
Thomas Edison, certainly filled that 
bill, and other actors in the interna- 
tional, decades-long drama also did 
so, if less flamboyantly. 

An exhaustive chronicle of the 
affair (see  tinyurl.com/pz6psrw) 
was recently posted on CODOH’s 
web site by a peripheral partici- 
pant—peripheral here meaning that 
Germar Rudolf never got any of the 
money, nor did he in fact try to get 
any of it, other than to finance his 
extensive revisionist activities, 
which he conducted entirely with- 
out any IHR money, and to boot 
without more than cursory coopera- 
tion from them. Rudolf’s accom- 
plishments during the period in 
question are, in fact, at least partial- 
ly listed in his post, along with 


those of the IHR during the same 
period for purposes of comparison. 
What (more) he might have done 
with at least cooperation, if not out- 
right assistance from Jean Farrel’s 
beneficiaries is a fascinating con- 
jecture. 

In his exhaustive account, Ru- 
dolf documents the IHR’s decline 
since the ouster of its founder Car- 
to, but he mercifully skips the mul- 
tifarious details’ of the legal and il- 
legal infighting that occurred be- 
tween Carto and those who ulti- 
mately succeeded him at the helm 
of IHR, led by present director 
Mark Weber. He also omits to 
mention that Carto today apparent- 
ly still presides over a publishing 
and media empire considerably 
larger and more-active than today’s 
THR: the Barnes Review, between 
2010 and 2014 host to the Holo- 
caust Handbook series of Holo- 
caust history, and much, much 
more having to do primarily with 
“conspiracy theories.” The (main- 
stream) Holocaust narrative is the 
only conspiracy theory it debunks; 
the others, it seems to take much 
more-seriously. 

Despite our quirks, revisionists 
are also, contrary to the imputations 
of our opponents, human in all the 
best and worst ways. Carto was, 
perhaps, rather more-human than 
most of us; the word “colorful” 
doesn’t quite capture the man’s 
verve, daring, and sheer brass. But 
he ended up literally facing the gun 
of one of his opponents, and his 
nerve fortunately ran out some- 
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In this chart, taken from Rudolf's internet article mentioned in this paper, Rudolf has tracked two properties: 
1. The thin lines show the annual turnover produced by the IHR (blue, top), and by Rudolf's former company 


Castle Hill Publishers (red, lower line). 


2. The bars show the number of new revisionist books (excluding mere new editions or reprints) which 
Rudolf published either as a publisher (until 2005) or then as the responsible editor (starting in 2010). The 
IHR has not published any new books since 2001. 


where short of getting himself 
killed. Carto today is 87 years old. 
Weber and company, with his con- 
trol unshakable and his pension 
plan not only fully vested but fully 
funded, seems intent on riding the 
non-profit at least to the end of his 
days (he’s now 63). 

The IHR, despite publishing no 
periodical and virtually no new 
book titles (see Rudolf’s account), 
continues to seek and gratefully ac- 
cept contributions, and donors sub- 
ject to US income taxes receive the 
benefit of being able to deduct their 
donations from their taxable in- 
come. That’s right—possibly alone 
among overtly revisionist organiza- 
tions, the IHR is a tax-exempt or- 
ganization recognized by the IRS. 


That precious—and prestigious— 
license is perhaps the crown jewel 
in the legacy that Weber and crew 
defend to the death (the IHR’s 
death, not theirs). 

But, again as detailed in Ru- 
dolf’s indictment, the IHR appar- 
ently once guarded the intellectual 
property it had acquired to the ex- 
tent, in the case of Arthur Butz’s 
magisterial The Hoax of the Twen- 
tieth Century, of encrypting the 
print-ready file it had of the work. 
Rudolf “liberated” this revisionist 
classic, which was out of print until 
he did so. He recounts many other 
instances of being stymied in one 
way or another in his efforts to re- 
vive other out-of-print titles by the 
IHR’s apparent intention or hope to 


return at least some of them to print 
and add them to its publications 
list, which it continues to circulate 
by both postal and electronic mail 
at regular intervals. This recalci- 
trance on the IHR’s part makes the 
organization in effect an agent of 
the forces opposing revisionism in 
that it keeps many important, per- 
suasive and informative literary 
works “on ice,” preventing their 
publication. Copyright law often 
seems to serve the purposes of 
those who wish to suppress the dis- 
semination of opinions and re- 
search findings, and this would 
seem to be a particularly vicious in- 
stance of the phenomenon, quite 
aside from whether the upshot is 
actually anyone’s actual intention. 
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Revisionism’s opponents, of 
course, receive bequests such as the 
one acquired by the IHR from Edi- 
son’s granddaughter on a regular 
basis, at least if one regards the op- 
ponents in aggregate. Does this 
massive inflow of lucre disrupt the 
mission of this Empire of Evil? No, 
not really, if only because it is so 
constant, and so huge. Norman 
Finkelstein’s 2000 best-seller The 
Holocaust Industry, details how 
staggering the scale of the money is 
on the other side. We’re talking 
BILLIONS, here, with senators’ 
(Al d’Amato) and Nobel laureates’ 
(Elie Wiesel) snouts in the trough. 
Sure, kerfuffles occur, though not 
always directly about money. Tova 
Reich, wife of Walter Reich, brief- 


ly head of the US Holocaust Muse- 
um and Memorial, had recourse to 
fiction (My Holocaust, 2007) in her 
book (see amzn.com/0061173479) 
about the infighting and callous 
greed so widely on display in the 
precincts of that august institution. 
There, however, most of the many 
millions came annually from US 
taxpayers, so there was nothing of 
the one-shot phenomenon that 
dominated the scene over at the 
piddling little IHR. 

For revisionists and revisionism, 
the IHR is long over and done; if 
you want tax deductions, consider 
the Humane Society, or perhaps 
cancer research. The Anti- 
Defamation League and the South- 
ern Poverty Law Center, of course, 


offer very much the same tax bene- 
fits, but their agendas are in fact 
hostile to those of many of the 
readers of this journal, as most of 
us already know quite well. 

If, on the other hand, you’d like 
to contribute to Holocaust revision- 
ism and tax deductions be damned, 
then your prospective beneficiaries 
are very much out here, willing and 
able to accept donations and put 
them to good use. Think of our 
names and addresses (or URLs) as 
a bit like the truth about history it- 
self: hard to find, but very reward- 
ing once you’ve done the legwork. 


* A good overview of the war was posted 
in 2012 by Carolyn Yeager on her web 
site at http://carolynyeager.net/battle-ihr. 


Counterfire 


Our Worthy Adversaries Are Honored with Our Finest (Counter-) Counterfire 


anned as we are from “legiti- 

mate” fora such as “name” 
publishers, university faculties, and 
even (through the imposition of 
prejudicial “standards” of verifica- 
tion) from Wikipedia, we revision- 
ists have been forced to take re- 
course in on-demand printing for 
our books and websites and blogs 
for our publications on the Internet. 
The well-entrenched defenders of 
the Holocaust Faith have for the 
most part remained loftily en- 
sconced in their (much govern- 
ment-funded) ivory towers, and 
have occasionally deigned to pub- 
lish perfunctory “ripostes” to our 
natterings as protocols to their var- 
ious conferences in luxurious hotels 
in major cities of the Western 


by Jett Rucker 


world. 

At least one intrepid band of 
“bloggers” (so-called in many of 
our references to them) has operat- 
ed a website called holocaustcon- 
troversies on blogspot.com since 
2006, whose banner sports the 
smarmy motto “What Part Of The 
Word Genocide Do You Not Un- 
derstand?” Its various participants 
including (possible pseudonyms’) 
Roberto Muehlenkamp, Jonathan 
Harrison, Sergey Romanov, Nicho- 
las Terry and Jason Myers most 
spiritedly attack all manner of revi- 
sionist publications, assertions, and 
even individuals where they are 
able to identify a real person among 
their targets. Except of course for 
personal smear attacks, much of 


their work has been specific, perti- 
nent, characterized by the presence 
at least of carefully selected and in- 
terpreted facts, and relevant to 
things revisionists have actually 
published (which they typically 
identify clearly without, however, 
providing hyperlinks to the targeted 
material). Their magnum opus ap- 
peared in 2011 as a massive white 
paper (see tinyurl.com/7arwaek) ti- 
tled “Belzec, Sobibor, Treblinka: 
Holocaust Denial and Operation 
Reinhard,” subtitled “A Critique of 
the Falsehoods of Mattogno, Graf 
and Kues,” a good description of 
our opposition for once coming di- 
rectly to grips with our findings and 
pronouncements. 

While we are not necessarily 
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honored by their partisan sniping, I 
believe I can speak for many revi- 
sionists in saying that we are at the 
very least gratified that some de- 
fenders of the regnant faith deign to 
address not only us, but the things 
we actually say. Of such opposi- 
tion, it might be hoped that superior 
information might eventually 
emerge from both sides, and in a 
manner that could command more 
credence than the unchallenged 
statements of either of the combat- 
ants alone. And the Bloggers (I 
gladly accord them the capital let- 
ter) have met us on the very open 
field of battle to which we have 
largely been relegated: the Internet. 

But we at CODOH have experi- 
enced far greater gratification in 
our late discovery of a website (see 
tinyurl.com/qybz3x6), much of 
whose excellent work is dedicated 
to parrying Holocaustcontrover- 
sies’s counterthrusts against revi- 
sionism, the Holocaust History 
Channel. Unlike Holocaustcontro- 
versies, History has an About tab 
on its homepage, but it is not in- 
formative, containing only a rous- 
ing quotation of Thomas Carlyle, 
the erudite Scottish sometime trans- 
lator of German into English. Inter- 


locutions from the site’s editor are 
signed with the initials —JF, and 
his opponents address him as “Mr. 
Jansson.” 

But curiosity as to the site’s 
writer(s) and researcher(s) mounts 
even as it faces mounting competi- 
tion for our interest from the mate- 
rial itself. The research and inter- 
pretation presented in the site’s 
hundreds of posts to date (the first 
was in March 2013) are staggering 
in quantity and quality if they are, 
as it appears, entirely the work of 
one person. The clarity and focus 
of the text is consistently admira- 
ble, and even the editing (typogra- 
phy, spelling, punctuation) are vir- 
tually flawless. Aside from plenti- 
ful links to clearly identified 
sources, there are photographs, 
charts, graphs, diagrams, and even 
videos in dizzying abundance. 

The entire setting, viewed in the 
context of the opposing website to 
which frequent and occasionally 
invidious reference is made, pro- 
vides the kind of point-counterpoint 
debate from which any number of 
philosophers have declared that the 
truth is exclusively to be arrived at. 
The pair of contending blogs so 
vigorously and extensively con- 


front and oppose each other’s con- 
tentions that droplets of truth can 
almost be seen oozing out of the 
tumultuous mass. 

Obviously, virtually all of those 
droplets of truth—believable, even 
occasionally provable truth—ooze 
from the Holocaust History Chan- 
nel’s side of the contest. But the 
role of Holocaustcontroversies, 
even if only that of an inferior spar- 
ring partner, is indispensable to the 
winnowing, distilling process that 
ensues from the clash of view- 
points. 

I highly recommend you visit 
Holocaust History Channel, and 
dedicate amounts of time and atten- 
tion such as you might devote to a 
fascinating book of depth-plumbing 
technical analysis of a subject that 
seems to grow more-vital with the 
passage of each year. You'll be 
well-rewarded. 


t Holders of some of the more-common 
names have eschewed pseudonyms, and 
so have, by dint of considerable 
sleuthery, been identified. Nicholas Terry 
is a history professor at Exeter University 
in the UK. Jonathan Harrison, a graduate 
of Leicester University in the UK, is an 
adjunct professor of sociology at Florida 
Gulf Coast University in Fort Myers, 
Florida. 
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Being Jewish: 
Remembering the Holocaust 


by Jett Rucker 


c 2013, the Pew Research Center 
conducted a major survey, A Por- 
trait of Jewish Americans, among 
American Jews to ascertain various 
group characteristics and opinions. 
In that study’s Chapter 3, “Jewish 
Identity” (tinyurl.com/ok8jp4d), a 
striking finding emerged that must 
be of great interest to Holocaust re- 
visionists everywhere: “Remember- 
ing the Holocaust” is an important 
element of “being Jewish” to more 
Jews than is any of a list of eight 
other surveyed elements, including 
“Observing Jewish law” and even 
“Caring about Israel” (see table on 
next page). This finding could go a 
long way toward helping revision- 
ists understand the common and vo- 
ciferous opposition evinced by 
many Jews against revisionism. 

As for revisionism, it is by no 
means our position that the Holo- 
caust should be forgotten (much 
less, of course, “denied’’). To the 
contrary, revisionists tend to re- 
member the Holocaust far more, and 


better, than the modal American 
or Jew. Revisionists advocate a 
more-accurate—more-measured, 
in two senses of the word—tre- 
membering of the Holocaust, one 
that, among other things, reposi- 
tions it better in the context of the 
times, places and people in- 
volved in it, as well as the times, 
places and people of the present. 
Some revisionists might favor 
some toning-down of remem- 
brances of the Holocaust along 
with extensive reshaping of the 
factual assertions involved in the 
more-common manifestations of 
the sentiment, and above all, per- 
haps, complete abandonment of 
all imputation of guilt to any per- 
son who did not take an active, 
personal hand in the commission 
of atrocities. To start with, this 
would instantly exonerate any- 
one and everyone who had not 
yet been born at the time, along 
with virtually everyone who was 
not in Europe during the period in 


Subscription News 


Smith’s Reportis currently operating in a 
financial vacuum. The entire operation 
has been moved out of Bradley’s Mex- 
ican redoubt, yet our new financial 770- 
dus vivendi hasn’t been established yet. 
The reason for that delay is that Bradley 
needs to sign a contract granting us the 
right to use CODOH as a business 
name. He almost did it, but then he de- 
cided that his step-daughter, who has a 
professional background in law, should 
take a look at the contract. Fair enough, 
but without it we cannot rent a PO Box 
within our reach, and so collecting pay- 
ments will be a challenge for a while. 

When Brad sent us the SR subscriber 
list last month, it did not include any 
data about the subscription status of 
our subscribers. So we can’t even te- 
mind subscribers whose subscriptions 
have expired. To get out of this quan- 
dary, we have given every subscriber 5 
free issues starting with SR 214. You 
will hear from us about renewals after 
SR 217 will have gone out. We might 
change that, if and when we get any 
subscription data from Bradley, or 
whenever we hear from you, our valued 
subscriber. 

Renew early, and renew long. The 
battle is not yet half won, though we 
fight harder every day. 
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question. 

Returning to the central sentiment 
of Jewish identity, “remembering,” 
strictly defined, is an internal feel- 
ing, not an external demonstration, 
and much less the subject of laws 
such as France’s Loi Gayssot pro- 
viding criminal penalties for any 
person assertively failing to “re- 
member” the subject in legally per- 
missible terms. “Remembering” in 
this sense is certainly not what the 
word implies in the survey question, 
nor in the meaning intended by most 
of those responding to the survey. 
The word “Celebrating” 
would serve better ex- 
cept, of course, for the 
connotation that word 


again, the force behind the “remem- 
bering” is diminished. 

It is impossible to disentangle op- 
position to Holocaust revisionism 
from the assertion of Jewishness, 
nor from the philo-Semitism dis- 
played by large segments of the 
American population. Every revi- 
sionist, particularly those such as 
myself who have numerous Jewish 
friends and relatives, must develop 
and constantly heed an exquisite 
sensitivity toward the indoctrination 
that American Jews and non-Jews 
alike have been subjected to all their 


What’s Essential to Being Jewish? 


NET Jews by Jews of no 


from me to deny my (Jewish) inter- 
locutors credit for rising above the 
tribal prejudices among which each 
of us was raised in one way or an- 
other. Obviously, when I am care- 
less or unlucky, my approach raises 
disapproval along with the expected 
disagreement—teflexive reactions 
precede more-thoughtful ones in the 
best of us, to say nothing of those of 
us who are more typical of our spe- 
cies. In virtually every such case, es- 
pecially as my companions them- 
selves recognize that their initial re- 
actions might not withstand dispas- 
sionate contemplation, 
I’m able to refine and 
define not only my exact 
views of the matters at 


has of a happy ob- % saying is an essential partof Jewish religion religion hand, but also, very im- 
servance of a positive "hat being Jewish means to them iy bes ses portantly, the specific 
occasion. Had the ques- Remémbamg tia Holna , = 7 aa sentiments that underlie 
: = Leading an ethical and moral life 69 73 55 ; ni 

tion been worded De- Working Far iactesloeualty ee ea pE my inquiries and con- 
fending, perpetuating Bing oioi c 49 51 42 clusions arising there- 
and enforcing the story Caring about Israel 43 49 23 from. 

of the Holocaust,” the Having good sense of humor 42 43 40 On the recent occa- 
response would have Being part of a Jewish community 28 33 10 sion of the “70™ anni- 
been of much greater Observing Jewish law 19 23 7 versary of the Holo- 
pertinence to revisionist Eating traditional Jewish foods 14 16 9 caust,” the Pew Center 


concerns. 

At the same time, the 
number of respondents 
choosing an item so re- 
worded might be con- 
siderably less than the number who 
chose the item as actually worded. It 
most emphatically does not follow 
that every Jew, or even most Jews to 
whom “Remembering the Holo- 
caust” is an important part of Jewish 
identity in fact wishes to defend, 
perpetuate or enforce the regnant 
story of the Holocaust, especially 
where non-Jews happen to be con- 
cerned. And, as the survey explores 
in considerable detail in other sec- 
tions, being (or being seen as) Jew- 
ish itself is not necessarily of para- 
mount importance to every Jew, so 
in those quite numerous cases, 


Source: Pew 
Q.E5a-i 


Research Center 2013 Survey of U.S. Jews, Feb 


PEW RESEARCH CENTER 


lives teaching them not only the par- 
ticulars of the (literally) unbelieva- 
ble atrocities visited by Germans 
upon Jews during and prior to World 
War II, but also to impute equally 
evil motivations to any person who 
would express doubt as to any of 
those particulars. 

For my part, when I am in the 
company of a Jew(s) to whom I as- 
cribe good will and intelligence (a 
large proportion of the Jews whom I 
know well enough to make such 
judgments), I speak of my interests 
in The Subject virtually the same 
way I would with any group of sim- 
ilarly disposed Gentiles. Far be it 


published on its Fact 

Tank webzine an article 
(tinyurl.com/ouy8zdj) 

titled “70 years after 

WWII, the Holocaust is 

still very important to American 
Jews,” a headline reflecting a pro- 
found misapprehension of the his- 
tory of “Holocaustography” in the 
US and around the world. The un- 
doubtedly young headline writer 
simply didn’t realize that the Holo- 
caust was an almost-undetectably 
minor subject among Jews and 
Americans alike sixty years ago and 
much of the time since, as I well re- 
member myself. In Israel in particu- 
lar, the very numerous real and false 
Holocaust “survivors” were often 
maligned with the nickname “soap,” 
recalling the myth of Nazis making 
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soap from the fat of boiled-down 
Jewish corpses. Survivors there and 
then were, with some justification, 
suspected not just of seeking un- 
earned sympathy, but further of col- 
laboration or even worse offenses 
enabling their survival. What a dif- 
ference a half-century makes! 

It simply will not do for revision- 
ists to suppress or misrepresent their 
views on Holocaust history in the 


company of most American Jews— 
to do so is an insult to their intellects 
and integrity. After all, thoughtful 
Jews are very much to be found in 
the ranks of revisionists ourselves, 
although they might be granted a 
pass for being discreet among their 
co-religionists. 

But an awareness of the findings 
of the Pew survey should not be 


overlooked, either. Even if revision- 
ists do not regard Jews or Jewish- 
ness to be enemies of our beliefs, it 
should be kept in mind that many 
Jews are taught in no uncertain 
terms that revisionism is, indeed, 
their enemy. This trend is as likely 
to become worse in the near future 
as it is to abate, which latter it cer- 
tainly must do in the (very) long 
term. 


Irving v. Lipstadt Trial for Movie Theaters 


Ms. Alison Thompson 

Mr. Mark Gooder 
Cornerstone Films 

c/o Sunray Films 

12 Sunray Avenue Herne Hill 
London 

SE24 9PY 
cq@sunrayfilms.co.uk 


Tel: +44 (0)758 033 758 


Hello Ms. Thompson 
and Mr. Gooder 


I read that your company is handling 
international sales for a new movie 
based on Deborah Lipstadt’s book 
History on Trial: My Day in Court 
with a Holocaust Denier. The movie 
is called Denial, and Cornerstone 
Films has promoted the movie at the 
Cannes Film Festival as “a 
powerful story about the 
legal and personal battle 
Deborah Lipstadt fought 
to defend the veracity of 
historical facts.” History 
on Trial is Lipstadt’s ac- 
count of her long vendetta 
against author David Ir- 
ving, culminating in a libel 
action tried in a London 
court in 2000 before Judge 


by David Merlin 


Charles Gray. Irving had sued Lip- 
stadt and Penguin Books, the pub- 
lisher of Lipstadt’s earlier book, 
Denying the Holocaust: the Grow- 
ing Assault on Truth and Memory. I 
am writing a two-part letter to com- 
ment on History on Trial prior to the 
release of the movie. The first letter 
is a general analysis of the book. 
The second letter is a discussion of 
some of the many historical issues 
raised at the trial. 


A Latter-Day Heroine of Truly 
Biblical Proportions 

While enthusiastic promotion is 
common on book covers, History on 
Trial hits new heights; favorable 
comments run off the cover and fill 


several pages of the book. We are 
told in Martin Gilbert’s paean, “A 
London courtroom was the scene of 
a titanic struggle between the forces 
of historical distortion and those 
who upheld the truth...” and, from 
the Australian Jewish News, “Like 
her namesake from the book of 
Judges, Lipstadt can rightly be con- 
sidered a latter-day Jewish heroine 
of truly biblical proportions...” It is 
informative to compare what is writ- 
ten in History on Trial with the trial 
transcript, the Judgment, and other 
facts about the case. 


Undisputed Defamation 

A point, barely mentioned in the 
book, is that Lipstadt was found by 
Judge Gray to have actu- 
ally defamed Irving. In his 
massive 333-page Ruling, 
Gray wrote: 

“The Defendants made 
no attempt to prove the 
truth of Lipstadt’s claim 
that Irving was scheduled 
to speak at an anti-Zionist 
conference in Switzerland 
in 1992, which was also to 
be attended by various 


Alison Thompson and Mark Gooder form Cornerstone Films 
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representatives of terrorist organi- 
zations such as Hezbollah and Ha- 
mas. Nor did they seek to justify Lip- 
stadt’s claim that Irving has a self- 
portrait by Hitler hanging over his 
desk. Furthermore the Defendants 
have, as I have held, failed in their 
attempt to justify the defamatory im- 
putations made against Irving in re- 
lation to the Goebbels diaries in the 
Moscow archive. If Irving had stuck 
to these clear defamations by Lip- 
stadt and had not gone off on his 
classification as a ‘Denier,’ he 
would have won his case. ” 

The Judgment can be read at 
tinyurl.com/ouxodf7, The praise 
that Judge Gray had for Irving as a 
military historian and, importantly, 
his rejection of the opinion of de- 
fendants’ expert Richard Evans un- 
derscore the idea that Irving would 
have prevailed in a “normal” trial: 

“My assessment is that, as a mili- 
tary historian, Irving has much to 
commend him. For his works of mil- 
itary history Irving has undertaken 
thorough and painstaking research 
into the archives. He has discovered 
and disclosed to historians and oth- 
ers many documents which, but for 
his efforts, might have remained un- 


noticed for years. It was plain from 
the way in which he conducted his 
case and dealt with a sustained and 
penetrating cross-examination_that 
his knowledge of World War 2 is un- 
paralleled. His mastery of the detail 
of the historical documents is re- 
markable. He is beyond question 
able and intelligent. He was invari- 
ably quick to spot the significance o 

documents which he had not previ- 
ously_seen. Moreover he writes his 
military history in a clear and vivid 
style. I accept the favorable assess- 
ment by Professor Watt and Sir John 
Keegan of the calibre of Irving’s 
military history and reject as too 
sweeping the negative assessment of 


Evans. ” Emphasis added. 


Why Abandon a Winning Case? 
How Irving came to be arguing var- 
ious esoteric facts about Auschwitz 
was a strange turn of legal events. Ir- 
ving opened the case telling the 
court: 

“I have never held myself out to be 
a Holocaust expert, nor have I writ- 
ten books about what is now called 
the Holocaust. ” 
For her part Lipstadt told an inter- 
viewer shortly after the trial: 

“I wasn’t proving how many peo- 


Justice Charles Gray 


ple were murdered at Auschwitz. 
But when they say only 68,000 peo- 
ple were killed — it didn’t happen. 
We weren’t proving how many peo- 


ple were killed...” 
And Judge Gray specifically 
stated: 


“Tt is no part of my function to at- 
tempt to make findings as to what 
actually happened during the Nazi 
regime.” 

Why did Irving, Lipstadt and 
Judge Gray all end up trying facts 
they said they were not concerned 
with or even incompetent to judge? 


Outgunned and Outflanked 

A striking fact about Irving v. Pen- 
guin, et al. was the vast disparity in 
economic resources between the 
parties. The trial was not a “titanic 
struggle” but a David vs. Goliath af- 
fair, with David Irving in the role of 
David and Penguin Books as Goli- 
ath. The disparity showed itself in 
the legal team each side marshaled. 
Lipstadt hired British lawyer An- 
thony Julius, while Penguin hired li- 
bel experts Kevin Bays and Mark 
Bateman of media law firm Daven- 
port Lyons. Together they briefed 
the barrister, Richard Rampton. 
Penguin also retained Heather Rog- 
ers as junior barrister. Lipstadt also 
engaged the firm of Mishcon de 
Rey. A veritable phalanx of solici- 
tors, legal talent, staff and barristers 
represented the defendants. Irving, 
on the other hand, was unable to re- 
tain either counsel or barrister. He 
would show up at court alone and 
with his papers carried in a plastic 
shopping bag. 

The importance of competent le- 
gal representation in complex litiga- 
tion is hard to overstate. Lipstadt 
herself repeatedly claims she was 
confused or didn’t understand what 
was going on in the courtroom even 
after explanations by her legal team. 
While Irving was far more compe- 
tent than Lipstadt, he lacked a stra- 
tegic perspective. Defendants’ legal 
team realized that Irving’s weak- 
nesses lay with his various flamboy- 
ant statements about the Holocaust 
and made them the main issue of the 
trial. They adroitly steered the case 
away from the original defamation 
of hobnobbing with terrorists and 
decorating an office with portraits of 
Hitler, and toward the thorny ques- 
tion of whether Irving was a “Holo- 
caust Denier.” Irving naively fol- 
lowed along. 
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One wonders how an English his- 
torian like Irving could have made 
this kind of mistake. Not only did 
the defamation case of Wilde v. 
Queensberry serve as a cautionary 
light, but so too did the contempo- 
rary case of Aitken v. Preston and 
Others. Under English law, a plain- 
tiff in a defamation case needs to be 
quite sure of a spotless record before 
he makes his reputation a matter of 
litigation. This is particularly true 
when the alleged defamation con- 
cerns criminal conduct. Jonathan 
Aitken ended up in prison as a result 
of his law suit against the Guardian 
newspaper, as issues relating to cor- 
ruption evolved into questions of 
perjury and obstruction of justice. 
Oscar Wilde’s indignation at being 
called a “posing sodomite” morphed 
into a criminal conviction for gross 
indecency. Judge Gray’s ruling that 
Irving was, in fact, a “Holocaust De- 
nier” cleared the way for Irving’s 
criminal prosecution for being a 
Holocaust Denier five years later in 
Austria. 


Specialist Witnesses Do Not 
Come Cheap 

As the case expanded into a wide- 
ranging questioning of Irving’s 
competence as a historian, the 
power of a large purse was shown in 
the purchase of expert testimony. 
The defense spared no expense. 
Richard J. Evans was hired to jus- 
tify, ex post facto, Lipstadt’s com- 
ment that Irving “falsified history.” 
Evans and his team spent two years 
examining Irving’s lifework in pain- 
ful detail, and presented a 740-page 
report for the defense. He came up 
with 19 possible errors, as discussed 
below. An additional sum of over 
£400,000 was paid to 13 other wit- 
nesses who were brought into court, 
one after the other, to joust with Ir- 
ving. The expense was so large that 


The London Times took note and 
printed an article entitled “Specialist 
witnesses do not come cheap,” men- 
tioning the huge costs of “expert 
witnesses” in the case. The Austral- 
ian Jewish News must envision lat- 
ter-day Biblical heroines as accom- 
panied by their own legal depart- 
ment, PR spokesmen, and troupe of 
spin doctors. 


You Are Our Witness 

Lipstadt fills her book with self- 
praise as lavish as that on the cover. 
Her favorite gambit is to recount be- 


Dr. Richard Evans 


ing approached by a stranger who 
thanks her and often blesses her. Af- 
ter a tourist trip to East Jerusalem in 
1967, she claims the border guards 
tell each other, “She’s got guts.” In 
Russia in 1972, old Jewish women 
kiss her hand. Of course, there is the 
mandatory “Survivor” who ap- 
proaches Lipstadt during the trial: 

“You are fighting for us. You are 
our witness.” 

This is ironic since Lipstadt never 
was a witness at the trial. She never 
gave a statement to the press. While 
the promotional material for the 
movie claims that Lipstadt was en- 
gaged in a personal battle to defend 
the veracity of historical facts, she 
never took advantage of the oppor- 
tunity to face David Irving in the 


courtroom. Instead, Lipstadt relied 
on her phalanx of attorneys and ex- 
perts to defend her prior comments 
on Irving. By her own account, Lip- 
stadt was remarkably passive 
throughout the trial; often not under- 
standing what was going in the court 
or “blindsided” by her attorney’s ac- 
tions. She contributed nothing to the 
defense. She even seems confused 
about the number of “recreated” gas 
chambers at Auschwitz, and the lo- 
cation of structural features in build- 
ings. 


High School Diary 

Instead, History on Trial is filled 
with a detailed, blow-by-blow, in- 
depth, comprehensive recounting of 
her emotional state during the trial; 
how she “almost fell out of her 
chair” at some remark Irving made, 
how some other comment of Ir- 
ving’s “left me reeling,” or how a fa- 
vorable remark to Irving by Judge 
Gray sent her into a spasm of worry. 
She giggles at cartoons of Irving 
drawn by her attorneys. She aug- 
ments her emotional drama with 
personal comments: Flattering for 
her friends and nasty for Irving and 
his supporters. Her friends hold 
spirited discussions about Rachel 
Carson and J.D. Salinger, drink 
1995 Pommard or 1992 Clos de La 
Roche and play classical music on 
the piano perfectly. Their offices 
have “the familiar chaos of a crea- 
tive mind at work.” They are “easy- 
going, kind, unpretentious... but 
can be tough.” Her friends look like 
“young professors” or “graduate 
students.” On the other hand, David 
Irving is noted to have, “rough fea- 
tures... arather blotchy complexion 
and unbelievably large hands.” 
Dealing with Irving is compared to 
stepping into shit. A female sup- 
porter of Irving is noted as having a 
“bouffant hairdo” and given the 
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name “Brunhilda.” An attorney who 
represented Irving (on his appeal) is 
described as having “a round, very 
white, soft pudgy face, a thick neck, 
and as I soon discovered, a high- 
pitched nasal voice.” Even two 
prominent British historians who 
publicly defended Irving as a histo- 
rian are trashed. With breathless in- 
dignation, History on Trial’s Intro- 
duction demands: 

“How can we explain the reaction 
of Watt and Keegan? 

Was it fostered by resentment of 
an outsider, someone who was not 
member of the club, Jewish, a 
women? Whatever informed their 
perverse response, it was a chilling 
specter at the table of justice.” 


Deeply Troubled 
This paranoid critical streak runs 
throughout the book. She is upset 
that Christians got to go in and out 
of the Mandelbaum Gate to visit 
Bethlehem on Christmas Day while 
Jews could not. She goes to the Brit- 
ish Museum just to see the Assyrian 
exhibit because: 

“Once the Assyrians tried to de- 
stroy the Jewish people. Today their 


J 


remnant is in museums.’ 
Shakespeare’s Merchant of Venice 
offends her, and she admits that she 
is “deeply troubled by intermarriage 
between Jews and non-Jews.” Ironi- 
cally, Lipstadt writes that she is “in- 
trigued by what scholars called the 
‘paranoid style in American poli- 
tics, an American susceptibility to 
all sorts of conspiracy theories, par- 
ticularly those that fostered preju- 
dice and antisemitism.” Paranoid 
politics fills her blog: the Arab head- 
dress (the kaffiah) has “become a 
symbol of international terrorism.” 
There are stories of violence against 
women perpetrated by Muslims, 
general anti-Muslim comments, and 
attacks on Jimmy Carter for 
“dwell[ing] on the Palestinian refu- 
gee experience:” She quotes the 
smear: 

“But the clearest endorsement of 
terror as a legitimate instrument of 
political bargaining came from for- 
mer President Jimmy Carter. ” 


A Tour de Force 

In contrast to the do-nothing Lip- 
stadt, the trial was very much a per- 
sonal battle for Irving. He was, 


along with being his own legal 
counsel, his own barrister, his own 
expert on a vast array of historical 
material, and his own PR person, a 
witness in the trial. Day after day, 
for 31 days, he personally defended 
his case. It was an impressive tour 
de force. 


How Are Sales? 
Ihave to wonder why anyone would 
put money into a movie based on 
Lipstadt’s book. 

The only dramatic character is Ir- 
ving; brilliant, arrogant, obnoxious, 
muttering anti-Semitic and racist 
things, and he loses his case. He is 
an old lion at bay. Lipstadt comes 
across as paranoid, obsessed with 
Jewish identity, her own minute-by- 
minute emotions, and not particu- 
larly honest with the facts. I have to 
wonder how much Denier is going 
to cost, and if anyone is taking up 
Cornerstone Films’ attempts to mar- 
ket the film. 


Yours for honesty in history, 


David Merlin 
Committee for Open Debate on the 
Holocaust 


Revisionist Persecution and Prosecution 


Sylvia Stolz Sent to Prison for Criticizing German Law 


hen I first heard of thought 

crimes, about a decade ago, I 
thought it was just one of those ur- 
ban myths or conspiracy theories 
which people repeat mantra-like 
here and there. No democracy in the 
21st century would dare jail dissi- 
dents for saying what many don’t 
want to hear. Intellectual freedom 


by Roberto Hernandez 


existed for me as an unquestionable 
fact. I really thought we all were free 
to say and think unpopular ideas. 
This was unshakable ground for me. 

Well, I was very naive, and of 
course also very new to revisionism. 

Later I learned most importantly 
that using it or fighting for it comes 
at a price. Those who have come to 


question the orthodox Holocaust 
narrative openly are among the most 
undesired people of society. They 
have lost their jobs, friends, their re- 
spected lives and in many cases they 
have been persecuted and jailed for 
expressing opinions contrary to the 
holocaust orthodoxy. For old timers 
in the revisionist scene, this is an old 
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hat, yet nothing to pass by lightly. 

Sylvia Stolz, a criminal defense 
lawyer, is one of those cases where 
the effects of legislation, in this case 
German in nature, have been sadis- 
tic and immoral regarding her free- 
dom of speech rights. She first ap- 
peared on the revisionist scene as a 
member of Ernst Ziindel’s defense 
team during his free speech trial in 
Germany in 2006/2007. Due to her 
confrontational defense style, she 
was eventually banned from defend- 
ing Ziindel and even physically car- 
ried out of the court room. Ziindel 
was convicted to serve a five-year 
prison sentence for revisionist state- 
ments he had made online and in 
print, even though those statements 
were and are perfectly legal in the 
US and in Canada, from where he 
had distributed his statements. 

Stolz, on the other hand, was put 
on trial for written statements she 
had made while defending Ziindel in 
court. In January 2008 she was con- 
victed under some of the same 
charges that had been used against 
Ziindel. She was sentenced to a 31⁄2- 
year prison term. 

But the story does not end there. 
On November 2012 Stolz was a 
guest speaker at the Anti-Censorship 
Coalition’s 8th conference held at 
Chur, Switzerland, to which she had 
been invited by Ivo Sasek, the 
founder of this Swiss association. 
Her presentation was not about his- 
tory but about freedom of speech. 

In her speech she talked about 
banned speech and the Holocaust 
problem in court—mainly in Ger- 
man courts. She says, and I quote 
from a transcript of her talk: 

“\..banned legal defense within 
the area of ‘holocaust denial.’ Much 
could be said about this, one hour is 
far from sufficient. My job here is to 


omit that for which there is no time. 
But there are certain points, which I 
think are essential to emphasize. 
First of all, it must be said that the 
principle of the ‘defined penal code’ 
has not been fulfilled. It has been 
outright violated. This principle dic- 
tates that the accused must be al- 
lowed to know what he did wrong. 
And what he should have done oth- 
erwise. If someone takes a bicycle 
that does not belong to him, then this 
of course constitutes ‘theft,’ as we 
all know. 

In cases of libel, where a person 
Says something negative, causing 


Sylvia Stolz during an Interview at the 
2012 conference of the Swiss Anti- 
Censorship Coalition’s 


reputational damage, then the ques- 
tion before the court is whether what 
was said is true or false. And if true, 
it does not constitute ‘libel,’ because 
in theory one is allowed to speak the 
truth. In the case of ‘holocaust de- 
nial,’ the first problem we are faced 
with is that the holocaust isn’t de- 
fined anywhere. That is the problem 
of a ‘defined penal code.’ An au- 
thoritative definition cannot be 
found anywhere.” 

Iam not a lawyer, but the point she 
makes surely is an interesting philo- 
sophical problem, if not an outright 


legal vacuum. (See the transcript at 
pastebin.com/xBDxkLcM.) 

Almost a year after her speech, in 
January 2013, the Swiss lawyer 
Daniel Kettiger filed a criminal 
complaint against Sylvia Stolz and 
Ivo Sasek for violating the Swiss 
anti-racism law, Section 261bis of 
the Swiss Penal Code. Kettiger com- 
plained that Stolz had claimed that 
the Holocaust had never been 
proved by a court of law. This is 
true, of course, because courts don’t 
prove entire historical events—they 
merely deal with individual crimes. 
There are, of course, more than a 
thousand court decisions in Ger- 
many alone where alleged individ- 
ual crimes had been dealt with 
which are said to have been a part of 
what we call “the Holocaust,” but 
there is no court decision by any 
court exactly defining what “Holo- 
caust” or the “NS genocide against 
the Jews” means exactly. 

As a result of this complaint, Syl- 
via Stolz was again indicted—in 
Germany——and put on trial in Mu- 
nich in February 2015, resulting in a 
20-month prison term for her free 
speech presentation of 2012. Alt- 
hough she committed her “thought 
crime” outside Germany, German 
case law considers as the crime 
scene not the location where a state- 
ment was made, but where people 
could potentially hear or read it. In 
today’s internet world, this means 
that German courts are empowered 
to prosecute anyone who has vio- 
lated German censorship law, no 
matter whether that violation oc- 
curred in a German court room or on 
the far side of the moon, as long as 
the offensive statement was posted 
online or delivered to Germany in 
any way, shape or form. 
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Vincent Reynouard: 23 Years of Persecution 


he chemical engineer and for- 

mer math teacher Vincent Rey- 
nouard is a well-known French fig- 
ure in the revisionist world. A very 
close friend and colleague of Profes- 
sor Robert Faurisson, he calls the 
current “post-revisionists” Fauris- 
son’s heirs. 

Born on February 18, 1969, in 
Boulogne-Billancour to wealthy 
parents (both his parents were phy- 
sicians, and his father a mayor at 
some point), he began his main ac- 
tivities as a revisionist in the early 
1990s while he was still a university 
student. He created the “Norman 
Association for the Awakening of 
Citizens” (ANEC), which published 
the revisionist newsletter Nouvelle 
Vision, which later turned into a 
full-fledged magazine. 

His first criminal charges resulted 
from brochures he had sent anony- 
mously to 24 high school students 
who had won a history-writing con- 
test called “Resistance and Deporta- 
tion.” The brochure contested the 
existence of homicidal gas cham- 
bers in German-controlled areas 
during World War II. On 8 October 
1992, the Caen Court of Appeals 
sentenced him for this to a sus- 
pended prison term of one month 
and a fine of 5,000 francs for deny- 
ing one or more crimes against hu- 
manity. 

In 1997, he published a book titled 
The Massacre of Oradour, for 
which he became quite notorious. In 
it he claims, based on a wide variety 
of evidence, that the Waffen-SS did 
not commit a massacre against the 
civilians of the French village of 
Oradour-sur-Glane in 1944, but that 
it was an accident caused by hidden 


by Roberto Hernandez 


resistance explosives. The book was 
subsequently banned by the French 
authorities. He repeated his hypoth- 
esis on a videotape and DVD, which 
were also banned in 2001. In June 
2004, the Limoges Court of Appeals 
sentenced him for this book to two 
years in prison, 18 of them on pro- 
bation. 

This persecution did not end his 
desire for free inquire into the Holo- 
caust question, though. Quite to the 
contrary, driven into the corner and 
with no way out, he stepped up his 
activities by establishing his own or- 
ganization called Pour une Histoire 
Débarassée des Nombreux Men- 
songes (PHDNM; For a History 
Cleansed of Numerous Lies; it was 
later renamed to Pour une Histoire 
Libre et Indépendante, For a Free 
and Independent History), and in 
2003 he launched his new revisio- 
nist magazine Sans Concession 
(Without Concession). As of now he 
has published 91 issues of it (many 
of them multiple issues in one edi- 
tion). Numbers 9 through 75 have 
been posted on CODOH as free PDF 
downloads since 2012 (see 
tinyurl.com/noaeyds), and many 
previous issues are still for sale on 
one of Reynouard’s websites 
(tinyurl.com/osph487). 

It is needless to say that his persis- 
tence in exercising his right to con- 
troversial speech led to more perse- 
cution. On 8 November 2007 he was 
sentenced to one year in prison and 
10,000 euros fine by the Criminal 
Court of Saverne for denying crimes 
against humanity by having written 
and distributed the brochure Holo- 
causte: ce que l'on vous cache (Ho- 
locaust: What They Are Hiding from 


You) to museums, tourist offices and 
town halls throughout Alsace. The 
French International League against 
Racism and Anti-Semitism 
(LICRA), a French organization 
comparable to the ADL in the US, 
was awarded 3,000 euros in dam- 
ages. 

In June 2008, he was sentenced 
again, together with the Belgian re- 
visionist Siegfried Verbeke, by the 
Brussels criminal court for express- 
ing his revisionist views. 

To avoid spending time in prison, 
Reynouard went into hiding for a 
year in Belgium. In February 2009, 
however, the Belgian investigative 
journalists Frederic Loore and Ma- 
nuel Abramowicz tracked him down 
and published his whereabouts 
online and in the French weekly 
Paris Match. Reynouard was ar- 
rested on July 9, 2010, and extra- 
dited to France where he was im- 
prisoned at Valenciennes to serve 
his sentence. 

Released after nine months of de- 
tention in April 2011, he remained 
under judicial supervision and got 
into the judiciary’s crosshairs again 
for the distribution of a revisionist 
CD in 2009 to 120 high schools. 
Among other activities at this time, 
Reynouard wrote in the French 
rightwing weekly journal Rivarol in 
November 2011, and created his re- 
visionist website phdnm.org. 

In 2013 he launched his own video 
channel at sansconcessiontv.org, 
where he keeps posting his revision- 
ist documentaries, news and opinion 
clips. One of his documentaries 
which attracted more attention than 
usual is “On a tous 70 ans,” in which 
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he explained that the com- 
memoration of the 70th anni- 
versary of the landing in Nor- | 
mandy claimed to have been 
the beginning of a “liberation” 
was pure propaganda. He 
promptly got indicted for this 
and three more videos, and on 
February 11, 2015, he was 
sentenced to two years’ im- 
prisonment plus a hefty fine 


ally supported his revisionist 
endeavors, but she has come 
to realize that a life by Vin- 
cent’s side is one of blood, 
sweat, toil and tears, and that’s 
the last thing she wants. Vin- 
_| cent is now a lonely, home- 
less, jobless refugee strugg- 
ling to recover from this utter 
` destruction of his existence by 
-i 


the French authorities. 


by the Criminal Court of Cou- 
tances after having defended him- 
self without a lawyer. 

However, the prosecutor Renaud 
Gaudeul, noting that the sentence 
imposed exceeded the limits set by 
the law, resolved that “this sentence 
was illegal,” and he himself filed an 
appeal. On June 17, 2015, the Court 
of Appeal of Caen reduced the sen- 
tence to one year in prison without 
an additional fine (see phdnm.org 
with English subtitles). 

The latest act of persecution oc- 
curred in May 2015, when he was 
sentenced to another two months in 


prison for an article he had pub- 
lished four years earlier in Rivarol, 
in which he had once more chal- 
lenged the veracity of the orthodox 
Holocaust narrative. 

As a result of all this persecution, 
Vincent Reynouard finally gave up 
on France and left the country in 
June, going into exile permanently, 
or so he hopes (see his video “Je suis 
désormais réfugié à l'étranger”, “I 
am now a refugee abroad”; 
sansconcessiontv.org). In fleeing, 
he had to leave behind his archives 
and his second wife, who once loy- 


We will keep on following 
Reynouard’s activities as he contin- 
ues his seemingly unending struggle 
for his right to free inquiry and free 
speech on the Holocaust. 

Any contact with him has to be in- 
direct for the time being. Again, as 
in 1996 through 1998 with Germar 
Rudolf when he fled Germany, the 
Belgian revisionist Siegfried Verbe- 
ke has decided to once more lend 
Vincent a helping hand. You can 
write letters to Vincent by mailing 
them to Verbeke at Italiëlei, 203B, 
B-2000 Antwerpen, Belgium. For 
donations please see the instructions 


given at phdnm.org. 


Horst Mahler Calls for Help 


ince February 2009, German 

lawyer Horst Mahler has been 
serving his cumulative 12-year 
prison term for a number of convic- 
tions due to his writings in which he 
both contests the orthodox Holo- 
caust narrative and justifies as well 
as recommends repeating some of 
the NS measures against the Jews, 
among other things. 

Suffering from diabetes, however, 
his health has been deteriorating 
steadily. On June 29, he collapsed in 
his prison cell and was subsequently 
admitted to a hospital. It was found 


By Santiago Alvarez 


out there, as is common in severe 
cases of that disease, that the blood 
circulation to his lower legs had de- 
teriorated so badly that he had suf- 
fered a severe case of blood poison- 
ing. The prison authorities insisted, 
however, that he be transferred to 
the prison section of another hospi- 
tal in order to keep him under lock 
and key even while on the verge of 
dying. 

After the blood poisoning had 
been brought under control, it was 
found out that his left foot had al- 
ready died, and that amputating it 


and the lower part of his left calf was 
the only way of saving Mahler’s 
life. This amputation occurred on 
July 14. Only then did the prison au- 
thorities consent to interrupting 
Mahler’s incarceration. 

Mahler is currently trying to be re- 
leased early on parole after having 
served two thirds of his latest sen- 
tence of 10 years and two months. 
However, there is yet another case 
pending against him for his 2013 
book Das Ende der Wanderschaft: 
Gedanken iiber Gilad Atzmon und die 
Judenheit (The End of Nomadism: 
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Thoughts on Gilad Atzmon and 
Jewry; tinyurl.com/osbyx98), which 
he managed to write and get pub- 
lished while imprisoned. In prison, 
of course, he is subjected to intense 
censorship of all incoming and out- 
going writings. This shows that 
there can be nothing wrong with this 
book, and that the German authori- 
ties merely keep this criminal inves- 
tigation pending so they can deny 
him an early release. 

In order to be able to have legal 
representation both for his applica- 
tion to be released on parole and to 
defend himself against the new 
charges for his latest book, he has 
called for donations. Here are his 
own words 
(tinyurl.com/pgth2z6): 

Brandenburg on Havel 
August 20, 2015 
Dear friends, 


I have hesitated for a long time to 
send out a call for help. 
But it’s now all or nothing, that is 


Horst Mahler 


to say, it’s about my life. The left leg 
has been amputated. My physicians 
are struggling to make sure they 
don’t have to remove even more of 
my body. 

Apart from that, this is regarding 
the suspension of the rest of my 
prison term after serving 2/3 of my 
sentence (concurrent sentence of 10 
years and two months). The criminal 
court of Brandenburg has con- 


ducted an oral hearing on this mat- 
ter. At the last minute a defense law- 
yer agreed to represent me. 

T also need legal assistance froma 
defense lawyer for the upcoming 
prosecution due to my book The End 
of Nomadism: Thoughts on Gilad 
Atzmon and Jewry. 

The most urgent problem is to re- 
tain my lawyer in an appropriate way. 

Therefore please help! |...] 

Wolfgang Seifert in Berlin has 
kindly agreed to open a bank ac- 
count with the keyword ‘Solidar- 
ität, into which supporters can 
transfer their financial aid. The ac- 
count details are: 

[... The account was cancelled by 
the bank when they learned about 
the background. Please use the Pay- 
Pal account of Horst Mahler’s wife, 
as long as it lasts: 

elzbieta.mahler@ gmx.de] 

With all my gratitude in advance, 


Cordially 
Horst Mahler 


Ursula Haverbeck Challenges German Authorities 


Us Haverbeck (86) is the 
widow of the late German his- 
torian Prof. Dr. Werner Georg Ha- 
verbeck. Both have been supporters 
of revisionism for decades. After her 
husband’s death in 1999, she started 
becoming more outspoken about her 
skepticism regarding the Holocaust. 
As a consequence she was tried 
thrice for “denial” and sentenced to 
pay several thousand euros in fines. 
She became a public figure in early 
2015 when she was interviewed by 
the German government TV channel 
ARD (aired on April 23). In this in- 
terview she confirmed that for her the 


By Santiago Alvarez 


orthodox Holocaust narrative “is the 
biggest and most persistent lie in his- 
tory.” (With English subtitles at 
tinyurl.com/ng7ypdp.) The viewer is 
warned, though, that not all of her 
statements are historically accurate. 
One of the inspirations why Mrs. 
Haverbeck became so outspoken re- 
cently is the book Commander’s and 
Headquarter’s Orders in the Con- 
centration Camp Auschwitz (in Ger- 
man; amzn.com/3598240309), which 
contains reproductions of German 
wartime documents by the Ausch- 
witz camp authorities. The book was 
edited by the German government- 


funded Institut fiir Zeitgeschichte 
(Institute for Contemporary History). 
The documents in it do not contain 
any trace of any extermination pro- 
gram; quite to the contrary, they 
prove that the camp authorities tried 
to save the inmates’ lives. (Castle 
Hill Publishers will have their own, 
critically commented English edi- 
tion, see at tinyurl.com/p48yy64.) 

It goes without saying that a crimi- 
nal investigation for “denial” was 
subsequently initiated against Mrs. 
Haverbeck, in the course of which 
her house was raided by the police in 
early June (see tinyurl.com/pkf1274). 
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Revisionist Activities 


by Santiago Alvarez 


Starting with this issue, Smith’s Report will re- 
port about new revisionist activities and pro- 
ductions. With this we want to increase public 
awareness of the community’s productivity. 
This will hopefully improve attention and in- 
crease participation in revisionist events, and 
might help our revisionist producers to success- 
fully market their products. 

Our list of activities covers anything which has 
occurred during earlier months, or which is im- 
pending and deserves an early announcement. 
We strive to include activities and productions 
form all over the world, no matter which lan- 
guage. The activities and products covered may 
include, but are not limited to: 

— gatherings, conferences, tours, rallies, media 

interviews, mainstream media coverage 

—new books, periodical issues, websites, major 


papers (in print or online), videos or podcast 

releases 
If you want any of your activities or produc- 
tions to be announced here, please send a brief 
description to feedback@codoh.com. Please 
write your submission in English. Although we 
can translate from a number of languages, we’d 
like to spend our time more productively. 
Keep your submissions brief (not more than 
2000 characters). If we are interested in pub- 
lishing longer articles on certain events/items of 
interest, we will approach you directly. 
We have gathered a list of contacts we will ap- 
proach each month for their submissions. If you 
did not receive our email, please contact us so 
we can include you. We hope to receive a 
steady flow of submissions in the future, so that 
we can report all pertinent activities. 


n July, Frie- 

drich P. Berg 
published his 
long-awaited 
monograph, 
which was ex- 
pected to sum- 
marize the re- 
sults of his dec- 
ade-long revisionist research activi- 
ties: Nazi Gassings: Thoughts on 
Life & Death. The book will be re- 
viewed in the upcoming fall issue of 
Inconvenient History (201 pp., 
£10/$15; amzn.com/1515154602). 


TDAH PTAA 


Iso in July, Castle Hill Publish- 
ers (CHP) released a new, 
slightly revised and expanded Ger- 
man edition of Jürgen Graf’s cri- 
tique of the late Raul Hilberg’s clas- 
sic The Destruction of the European 


Jews. The book 
can be obtained 
either from CHP 
or from any other 
book outlet, like 
Amazon. It is 
also available as 
an eBook in Kin- 
dle and ePub formats. German out- 
lets are prohibited from offering the 
book, though: J. Graf, “Die Ver- 
nichtung der europäischen Juden”: 
Hilbergs Riese auf t6nernen Füßen, 
184 pp., £12/$17. A new English 
edition appeared in January. 
(tinyurl.com/qzmsx7c) 


[E addition, CHP published two 
revised editions of two revisionist 
bestsellers in August: The first is 
Nick Kollerstrom’s Breaking the 
Spell, the second edition of which 


THE HOLOCAUST: 
MYTH & REALITY 


ANEW LOOK 
AT BOTH SIDES 


has only a number of corrections of 
typos and factual errors (266pp., 
£20/ $25, amzn.com/ 1591480973), 
whereas the second title is a com- 
pletely revised and expanded edi- 
tion of Thomas Dalton’s Debating 
the Holocaust: A New Look at Both 
Sides, 322 pp., £18/$25 (amzn.com/ 
1591480868). Both books are part 
of the growing series Holocaust 
Handbooks, now counting 32 vol- 
umes (see at www.holocausthand- 
books.com). They are also available 


Smith’s Report - www.SmithsReport.com 


11/16 


No. 215, September 2015 


as eBooks in Kindle and ePub for- 
mats. 


he most bor- 

ing book 
ever’—the copy 
editor’s words— 
has also been is- 
sued in a second 
edition by CHP 
in August after 
the first sold out 
(some people must love boredom): 
The Central Construction Office of 
the Waffen-SS and Police Auschwitz 
by Carlo Mattogno. Yes, it’s as bad 
as it sounds. Although boring, it’s 
still banned in Germany, and hence 
it’s a collector’s item (vol. 13 of the 
HH series, 188 pp., £13/$18; 


amzn.com/1591481120) 
nterestingly, Periodic Nodal Surtiaces 
CHP have also | ee 


y uena Kae 


released this past 
August an Eng- 
lish translation of 
Germar Rudolf’s 
PhD thesis, 
which he wrote 
between 1990 and 1993 while work- 
ing at the Stuttgart Max Planck In- 
stitute for Solid State Research. The 
thesis, which Rudolf had to with- 
draw in 1996 due to threats from 
Stuttgart University caused by his 
revisionist activities, is about solid- 
state chemistry and theoretical crys- 
tallography. This is not exactly any- 
thing a revisionist is interested in, 
except for the revisionist aficionado 
keen on collecting items written by 
Rudolf: Periodic Nodal Surfaces: 
Their Generation, Analysis, and Ap- 
plication in Structural Chemistry, 
182 pp. letter size, color illustra- 
tions, £30/$50 
(amzn.com/1591481147). 


D* Irving 
is advertis- 


ing his upcoming 
tours. It may be 
over by the time 
you have this 
note, but it’s in- 
teresting to know 
what folk are doing. 

”Book now for David Irving’s 
week-long September 2015 guided 
tour of Hitler’s headquarters and 
other historic sites. Reserve your 
place online now with a fully refund- 
able deposit of $500. Apply now, 
and qualify for a $250 discount. 

“The 2015 tour starts on Septem- 
ber 2 from Warsaw, Poland, and 
ends back there on September 10. It 
includes the bunker headquarters of 
Adolf Hitler (‘The Wolf’s Lair’), SS 
chief Heinrich Himmler (‘Hoch- 
wald’), and the German Army high 
command, and the sinister Opera- 
tion Reinhardt sites (Treblinka, So- 
bibor, Belzec, Majdanek). There is 
also a two-day optional Riga, Latvia 
tour, beginning on August 31. 

REGISTER now for David Ir- 
ving ’s week-long guided tour of Hit- 
ler’s Headquarters and other his- 
toric sites, September 2-10, 2015. If 
you book online now here with a 
fully refundable deposit of $500, you 
will save $250 on the final ticket 


price. ” (tinyurl.com/o4vtgbu) 


O: July 25, 
the indefati- 
gable Jez Turner 
hosted yet an- 
other London 
Forum meeting 
where the fa- 
mous (or infamous, according to the 
establishment) British historian Da- 
vid Irving spoke about “Saturation 
Bombing in World War II — who is 
to blame?” Being true to himself, 
though, Irving related many more 


interesting anecdotes surrounding 
World War II and its historiography. 
The speech is posted on YouTube 
for everyone to view who missed the 
real thing: 


tinyurl.com/omk8yhl 


Je Turner was also involved in a 
two-hour documentary of a 
wreath-laying event on Aug. 1 spon- 
sored by the “Forgotten British He- 
roes” campaign lobbying for the 
commemoration of British service 
men who died as a result of Jewish 
attacks in Palestine during the Brit- 
ish mandate over the “Holy Land.” 


“Forgotten British Heroes” 
Chapter 3 


A 

> 

Lady Michele Renouf presen 
excerpts from her film > 


Other notables were Lady Michèle 
Renouf (tellingfilms.co.uk), Martin 
Webster, historian Peter Rushton, 
and Richard Edmonds 
(tinyurl.com/q9akmitt). 


T to his 
record of 
hyper-activism, 
French super-re- 
visionist Vincent 
Reynouard has 
released a num- 
ber of hard-hit- 
ting videos during the past two 
months, which are a boon for every 
francophone on the planet. Here are 
the titles in English translation: 

— Robert Faurisson, Vincent Rey- 
nouard: Appeal to JM le Pen on the 
“Gas Chambers” 

— “Expelled from the National Front, 
Le Pen Pays for Having Been Careful 
about the ‘Gas Chambers?” 

— “At Auschwitz: Open your Eyes, and 
Don’t Listen to the Guides” 
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— “Thanks, with You I Continue the 
Battle” 

— “Before I Say Good Bye to You” 

— “Revisionism: The Reason for the Si- 
lence in Germany” 

— “The Number of Furnaces at Ausch- 
witz Is Not Proof of a Massacre” 

— “The Diabolical Cynicism of the Vic- 
tors in 1945” 

— “Nagasaki or Oradour: Who Were 
the Real Savages?” 

— “Jewish Complot” (4 parts) 

— “From Hiroshima to Rothschild” 

— “Another Hammering for Loupi” 


See his channel at 
tinyurl.com/omnvc7q. 

And here are some videos which got 
censored by YouTube: 

— “Gas Chambers”: No Proof after 33 
Years of Research 

— Within 2 Months My Judicial Execution 
— Francois Hollande, Servant of the Jews 
— I am not Charlie 

These can be viewed on Vincent’ s 


website at tinyurl.com/npbb8x3 (just 
as we go to press, the link goes dead...) 


— “Holocaust: More Illusory Evidence” 

— “The Queen of England, the Nazi Sa- 
lute, and the Happy Lesbians” 

— ‘Jérôme Bourbon Assaulted: an 
Analysis” 

— “Race, Racism and Immigration: 
Breaking the Deadlock” 

— “God, Soral, Zemmour, Mahler: Why 
Freedom of Expression Disappeared” 
— “Response to Aboudner, the Anti-Re- 
visionist Cross” 

— “Thought Crimes in France: The 
Mechanisms of a Dictatorship” 


Hi Gang! Well, I’m back, for the 
time being anyhow. In the bigger 
scheme of things of course it’s al- 
ways for the time being. Eight days 
ago I received a blood transfusion at 
the VA. When it was done I felt bet- 
ter. Still do. This week I began 
working. Getting my affairs in or- 
der, thinking about Smith’s Report 
again. We’ll see what goes down. 


xxx CODOH?’s David Merlin has 
addressed a sophisticated and very 
well informed letter to the folk at 
Cornerstone Films in London. The 
entire letter is in this issue of Smith’s 
Report. Cornerstone is promoting 
the production of a new “Holly- 
wood” film about Deborah Lipstadt 
which will feature Hillary Swank as 
Ms. Lipstadt. That’s how we know 
that it is a “Hollywood” movie even 
though it is being produced in Brit- 
ain. Merlin opens with a familiar re- 
counting of the David Irving/Debo- 
rah Lipstadt trial that took place in 
London and where the final decision 
against Irving was made in the year 
2000. 


Fragments 
by Bradley R. Smith 


*** Hernandez, my right-hand 
man here in the office for several 
years, left for the South two years 
ago. He still works with me from his 
home in Jalisco. The Internet/Web 
miracle. He sends our stuff to our 
private mailing list, posts on my Fa- 
cebook page, the Blog, on A Light 
on Campus, and he has specialty 
mailing lists that we send to free- 
press organizations, Hillel (not one 
of those) and other such. Tony, who 
lives here in town and is responsible 
for gathering large numbers of cam- 
pus e-mails, makes himself availa- 
ble even when I can’t really pay 
him. You will be surprised as I tell 
you how much e-mail we are send- 
ing. Tonight he is working on aca- 
demics and student organizations on 
campuses in New Jersey that have 
student bodies of at least 15,000. 


Hillary Swank will Play Deborah 
Lipstaat in new Hollywood movie. 


*** A question from Giuseppe Fu- 
rioso re. the casting for the new Lip- 
stadt movie: 

“Who is going to play Deborah 
Lipstadt? Ernest Borgnine?” 

Here she is: 


Deborah Lipstadt 
The Thing itself. 
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*** T was really sick for weeks 
these past few months. A couple 
weeks back when I was given the 
blood transfusion at the VA it took 
5.5 hours. I was exhausted so I slept 
through most of it. Once I got up, in 
about thirty minutes, I could feel 
that it was better. It’s been better 
since. There is talk of my doing this 
procedure every 20 days. I’m all in 
for it. But we’ll see. 

*** Shafar Nullifidian writes 
from New Hampshire: 

“Five hundred ninety-four men 
and woman have been ‘extermi- 
nated’ in homicidal gas chambers in 
the United States of America. I’ve 
gota listing of the names, ages, gen- 
der, race, the crime(s) for which 
they were condemned, the dates and 
states where the executions took 
place. 

“This is 594 more forensically 
verifiable, documented names than 
the unverified name of one Jew, or 
Catholic, or Protestant of any de- 
nomination, or any homosexual of 
either gender, or atheist, or Gypsy 
man, woman or child, or Roma man, 
woman or child, Communist, Social- 
ist, or Trade Unionist executed in a 
homicidal gas chamber by National 
Socialist Germany at Auschwitz I, or 
at Auschwitz Birkenau, Auschwitz 
Monowitz, or at Majdanek, 
Chelmno, Belzec, Sobibor, or Tre- 
blinka. 

“Go figure.” 


*** Were in the process of doing 
e-mail sends to campuses in New 
York and surrounding. In the last 
few days we have sent the David 
Merlin article on the Deborah Lip- 
stadt “Hollywood” movie (includ- 
ing the two photos above) to 5,800 
folk at Harvard, 4,800 to New York 
University in Manhattan, and 2,400 
to campuses in New Jersey. We are 


working on the New Jersey total as 
I write this. 


xxx Hernandez was here a few 
days a couple months ago, and be- 
fore he left, we did a brief video we 
titled “Should Smith Apologize to 
Harvard Professor Steven Pinker?” 
This was a follow-up to my open let- 
ter to Pinker, which we sent all over 
Harvard, questioning why, when he 
is such a core Free Speech guy, he 
did not respond to the hysteria that 
broke out in the Harvard Crimson in 
2009 when it ran a small ad I sub- 
mitted asking why Dwight D. Eisen- 
hower, in his book Crusade in Eu- 
rope, did not mention the German 
weapons of mass destruction, the 
gas chambers? The scandal went all 
over New England and onto the wire 
services and CNN. Not a peep from 
Free Speech advocate Professor Ste- 
ven Pinker 

It later occurred to me that Pro- 
fessor Pinker might not have been 
on campus at the time. He might 
have been on vacation, home sick, 
who knows? So we did this little 
video, less than four minutes, where 
I admit publicly I did not check on 
his whereabouts at the time of the 
Eisenhower question scandal and 
offered my apology if it were true he 
was not there. At the same time, if 
he was there, I asked again how he 
could explain his silence with regard 
to a straight-out Free Speech story 
on his campus. 

In the event with Hernandez, I 
got sick and we did nothing with the 
video. Earlier this week however we 
got itup on A Light on Campus, and 
on the blog, and are preparing to dis- 
tribute it widely. You can view 
Pinker speaking on Free Speech, 
and Smith’s little video in response 
here: www.alightoncampus.com 


*** On August 10 Roger Cohen 
wrote in the New York Times: 


“Germany's debt to Europe can 
never be repaid.” 
Never? And to Israel? 


*** Rebecca Goldstein is the wife 
of Steven Pinker. As Steven Pinker 
rarely mentions the Holocaust, and 
never discusses it so far as I have 
found out, I wanted to see if his wife 
did. She does not, so far as I have 
been able to find out. She touches on 
this in an interesting way in The 
Jewish Chronicle Online. There she 
is interviewed by Ariel Kahn in 
2010 (tinyurl.com/q96q257) 
Goldstein says that Jewish history 
bears heavily on her as an author. 


Rebecca Goldstein 
(Pinker) 


“I don’t like to identify myself as a 
Jewish writer, but it’s hard to be, 
let’s say, awriter who, occasionally, 
more than she anticipates, writes 
about Jewish themes, and not place 
your characters in a historical nar- 
rative. 

“Tt’s a great gift to those of us 
from our heritage, but it can also of- 
ten feel like a trap, something you 
have to rebel against. I think it’s a 
creative tension — to be Jewish is to 
locate your individual story within a 
historical narrative, whatever you 
think of that narrative. 

“In America, and I would imagine 
in England too, what happened in 
Europe, it looms. I have terrible 
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fights with some of my best friends 
who write only about the Holocaust, 
and who want to identify the mean- 
ing of Jewish identity in the Holo- 
caust. I just fight against that with 
every neuron I have. That’s not us — 
to identify oneself with victimhood is 
just such a diminishment of this his- 
tory, which is heroic, moving.” 

I buy her sincerity here. 

When I first ran into her on the 
Web, I was drawn to one of her 
books. It’s titled Plato at the Goog- 
leplex: Why Philosophy Won’t Go 
Away. Plato at the Googleplex? In 
the moment I didn’t care about lik- 
ing or disliking the book. The title 
itself was worth the price. Plato at 
the Googleplex? I don’t really buy 
books any longer, but I bought this 
one. That was about the time I got 
real sick so I have yet to start read- 
ing it. I don’t think my getting sick 
had anything to do with holding her 
book in my hands, gazing at it. 


*** We sent a story from my Per- 
sonal History of Moral Decay to 
4,500 folk at Harvard. “The Daring 
Young Man Meets William Sa- 
royan.” It tells the story of the mo- 
ment I decided to become a writer. I 
was 23 years old. The idea was to 
interest a few people in the book, 
perhaps start a couple conversations 
with students. It didn’t work. 


*** International Middle East 
Media Center news reports: 

“Israeli Foreign Minister and the 
head of Yisrael Beiteinu Party, Avi- 
gdor Lieberman, lashed out at Is- 
rael’s Arab citizens, Sunday, threat- 
ening to cut their heads off with an 
axe. 
“Those who are with us deserve 
everything, but those who are 
against us deserve to have their 
heads chopped off with an axe,’ 
Lieberman said during an election 


rally in the West Bank city of Her- 
zliya, according to Al Ray corre- 
spondence (Andalou).” 

This from the Israeli Foreign 
Minister! Makes our own Donald 
Trump sound like a weak sister. 


*** Peter Adams is first to com- 
ment on our new video: Should 
Smith Apologize to Professor Steven 
Pinker? 

“Moot point in my opinion. Peo- 
ple like Pinker KNOW that freedom 
of speech is suppressed, and those 
attempting to invoke it are perse- 
cuted on this particular topic. Irre- 
spective of whether or not he was 
there, he has had ample opportunity 
to speak but chooses not to. 

“Here in Europe we have many 
advocates of ‘free speech’, and or- 
ganizations too, ALL remain silent 
when it comes to the Holocaust and 
those who doubt/dispute it. Charlie 
Hebdo and its employees made their 
name and ‘paid a price’ for exercis- 
ing free speech, while that same 
magazine supported the laws in 
France which jail people for saying 
they dispute the holocaust. 

“Europe’s leaders, in particular 
Merkel and Hollande, marched in 
support of Free Speech through the 
center of Paris when Charlie 


Hebdo’s employees/owners were 
killed, yet 7 weeks later Sylvia Stolz 
was jailed for two years without ap- 
peal for making a speech to an in- 
vited audience in Switzerland. 

“No, they know their hypocrisy, 


their cowardice, and deserve no 
apologies, in particular over mi- 
nor/moot points! Keep it up Bradley, 
you do a magnificent job!” 

*** The Donation Page on 
CODOH had been infected by “mal- 
ware” for a while, but it was cleaned 
up toward the end of August by 
cleaning out and re-installing the en- 
tire site. There are those in America 
and elsewhere who do not want me 
or CODOH to receive contributions. 
Organizations like the USHMM, the 
ADL, the Wiesenthal Center, Yad 
Vashem, have budgets of tens of 
millions of dollars. Today I received 
one check for ten dollars. Still, there 
are those who don’t want to risk the 
possibility that we could receive 
considerably more. 


*** The image to the left is an old 
cartoon that originated in the Per- 
sian contest in 2006. You’ve proba- 
bly seen it. It revives old memories 
for me, not of the contest or of the 
conference there in Teheran where I 
spoke, but of walking on Hollywood 
Boulevard in the late afternoons and 
seeing the sign when it read “Holly- 
wood.” 

It was there for years. It is still 
there. Today I got a check for $300 
and a note from Robert in San Di- 
ego. He wrote that he is in his eight- 
ies as I am and used to walk on Hol- 
lywood Boulevard as I did. He as a 
lawyer, me as a— I can’t quite make 
it out but at the time much of it had 
to do with my being down and out 
on Hollywood Boulevard. I was 
okay with it. Then suddenly in 1984 
there was Revisionism and I had an 
office at the corner of Hollywood 
and Vine. Up on the third floor. 
Those were the days. I had started to 
work for IHR and one day Willis 
Carto visited me. He wanted to see 
what they were paying for. I imag- 
ine it was smaller and simpler than 
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he could have imagined. There 
was a desk and two chairs and a 
window that looked down over the 
Boulevard. He sat down in the 
other chair and kind of looked 
around. Not much to see. He said 
something to that effect, I don’t re- 
call his words. We chatted for a 
few minutes and he excused him- 
self. That’s when I was doing my 
first newsletter: Prima Facie, for 
IHR. 

*k* Tt?s August 1995, 20 years 
ago, and I report in SR #25 that I 
am going to set up a still somewhat 
mysterious thing for me called a 
Web site. That would be on the In- 
ternet, a place that I did not have 
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Bradley R. Smith 
P.O. Box 
Visalia CA 9: 


a4 


days of Angust aro upon ws, the 
here in the San Joaguua Valle 


the crests of the Sicrra Nevada is pounng down into the 
tenefoot-wide canals that bisect the city. One canal fies 
righi md our backyard fence and in the night | can 
moving swiftly, docper mmo the contral 


fiese arrived in Visalia Yused 
ce 


mer a and 1K in the 

ut the weather woman 

to heat wp). When it was 

cold I'd warm my fect with icctnie heater and | 

bought a kind of “personal” air conditioner to use to 

blow dirvclly: an us when it got hot. Magaly didn't think 
nas 


aia ware to morke in thas cold The bloom wat ATIS 
rose, By the rime June rolled around I dida’t want to 


jan a corner: I've ealea up half the 
y officient working spacc. All the 


is ly 
close to hand. not that I need it everything pear 
and it’s all systems go 
uld mention that while this issue of SR has ten 
ies, | don’t expect to make it a tradition. 1 soon 
have a interesting place to publish the excess of 
matonals T receive — explanation to follow 


THE CAMPUS PROJECT. The Campus Project 
ess over the past Five years 


omens m more than 7G student 
any at sume uf the most prestigious 

Anant ‘There havo boon hundreds of 

and print stones about the project in bath 


age discussions and debat 
he ay aa i 
texts ofthe two ads, drop me a $ a s.c. and T' send them 
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the ads have run ) 

Nevertheless, the Project failed to crea 


‘on the intellectual frocdom issues raised by either the 
publication or, alternatively. suppression of the ads, 
Energetic and purposeful individuals associated with the 
Holocaust Lobby, while they could not prevent students 
s CODON ads, were largely successful in 
sc facultics and administrations, who 
again and ayain turned on the students who had acted on 
their idealism in raming the ads and in many cases: 
defended their running them. 

IET want lo accomplish in the future what 1 have 50 
far failed ta accomplish, I have to cave behind what on 
its face has uot worked or has not worked well enough. T 
have to organize and direct the project in new ways that 
will increase its chances for full success. The puspuse of 
the Campus Project isn’t to raise hell on campus, no 
matter how diverting that might be. Tne purpose of the 
Project is lo creale an open debate on the gas chamber 
controversy 


Mainline Anjicensurship Organizations The primary 
reason Ihave unable to create an cnvironment in 
the press or un campus for debate is that 20 mainkine 
anticensorship orpamzation has hoon willing to commit 
itself cm the side of intellectual Iroedom with regard to 


that have access to the Internet 
and the Web is known to be in the 
several millions and may be as 
many as twenty or more millions. 
Presently, literally, there is no end 
in sight to its growth. Being on the 
Internet is like having touch-tone 
access to the computer-literate 
world. We’re talking major out- 
reach here. 

“CODOBH will soon have a Web 
site on the Internet and the atten- 
tion of those who do not want to 
see it there. At first it won’t neces- 
sarily have more than a handful of 
readers. While millions of individ- 
uals will be able to access the site, 
at first no one will know it’s there. 
So the first order of business once 


much familiarity with. That was 
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we’re established is to get the 


when we were still living in Cen- 
tral California, in Visalia. I ex- 
plained in SR that a Web page is a 
“place” on the Internet where indi- 
viduals and organizations can set up 
permanent electronic information 
sites. (Not everybody knew that.) 
Those who set up the site control it 
and manage it to their own satisfac- 
tion and benefit. Not just anyone can 
jump in and start throwing bombs 
around. It’s like a magazine in that 


way. Those who publish the maga- 
zine decide what goes in it and what 
doesn’t. 

“While a magazine can be sent 
anywhere in the world to anyone 
who asks for it, the Web site remains 
in one place and all those all over 
the world who have computers and 
are ‘on-line’ can reach any Web site 
anywhere in the world by tapping a 
few numbers and letters on their 
keyboard. The number of computers 


word out that we exist and where 
we can be found.” 


*k* Tt?s August 2015 now, I’m 
here again, and just as I needed your 
help back then, I need it now. If you 
still believe this work is worthwhile, 
please take a moment to contribute. 
The Donation page will be working 
fine by the time you have this issue 
of SR to hand. 


Bradley R. Smith 
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What Should CODOH Do? 


by Germar Rudolf 


A: CODOH enters a new phase 
in its history, it is time to 
take stock. Because even for us at 
CODOH it is true that those who 
control the past, control the present, 
and those who control the present, 
control the future. So, first we, the 
team of Trustees and volunteers at 
CODOH, are trying to capitalize 
on the past—CODOH’s past. Some 
of us have been with CODOH for 
many years, others are rather new 
to the team. Bradley, of course, saw 
it all, but every human memory is 
finite, and when you're part of a 
system that’s been operating for 
decades, it’s easy to lose the larger 
perspective on things. 

I became aware of this while 
working on our project to get all 
old issues of Smiths Report online. 
It’s a shame that this was not done 
years ago. And it’s not just about 
getting some old, yellowed newslet- 
ters posted. What is spelled out in 
those newsletters is the history of 
CODOH, of the Campus Project, of 
Bradley’s life’s work. 

I realized that as I was going 
through one issue after the other 
(as I write this, Pm up to SR #40). 
I have to read them all, every single 


article, because when they are post- 
ed into the CODOH library, they 
each have to be put into their proper 
subject category, depending on what 
they are about. We have another vol- 
unteer who cleans up scannin errors 
and puts the proper HTML codes 
in place, but then it still needs fine- 
tuning and most of all, categorizing. 
One thing I realized is that 
CODOH became really big when 
David Cole did his video on Aus- 
chwitz in 1993. This joint venture 
gave Bradley and his Campus Proj- 
ect a huge thrust into the public eye, 
into mainstream media. The ADL, 
the New York Times, Hillel, and, yes, 
Deborah Lipstadt, piled onto Brad- 
ley’s juggernaut, slowly but surely 
bringing his efforts to raise public 
awareness about Holocaust revi- 
sionism down to a slow crawl. 
What I also realized is that Brad- 
ley’s initial success was met by the 
Dark Side of the Force with an un- 
survivable barrage of counterpropa- 
ganda. Few may have been aware 
of CODOH, but undoubtedly many, 
many millions have been affected in 
the years and decades since by the 
massive propaganda effort to brain- 
wash one upcoming generation af- 


Reorganizing CODOH 


Hurray, we did it! CODOH is now 
officially a Charitable Trust, has its 
own Tax ID, a new postal address, 
a new bank account, and even a real 
phone number. And it wasn’t im- 
peded by anything Bradley Smith or 
his stepdaughter did or did not do, as 
stated in the last Editorial, but rather 
by one of the Trustees misplacing a 
document. My apologies to all con- 
cerned! 

The next step is to put something 
into the Trust. One donor helped us 
already by putting a generous amount 
into our bank account in order to get 
things started. Bradley Smith just put 
into the Trust the copyrights to the 
vatious names involved, as well as the 
contents connected to it: CODOH, 
Committee for Open Debate on 
the Holocaust, codoh.com, Syiths 
Report, to name the most important. 
Richard Widmann already put Incon- 
venient History into the pot by adopt- 
ing CODOH as its new publisher, 
and now even Castle Hill Publishers 
is considering joining the fray. 

Bradley has taken a big step here, 
because it might cut the funding for 
him and his family. Hence we will 
keep asking you to help him out, too. 
Also, the Trust will pay him for his 
contributions and expenses, because 
he’s back and working on his various 
projects again, as best he can. Thank 
God! The Trustees 
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ter another into being unwilling to 
accept other views, and to condemn 
those questioning the West’s Central 
Taboo. 

Here is the gist of it. In SR #20 
Smith wrote about the effect his 
Campus Project’s ad campaign had 
at the University of Miami: 

“So I scribble a text for a mod- 
est ad, back it with $288, then Ziff 
[Jewish magnate] sweetens the pot 
with a couple million and presto, 
five new Holocaust courses at UM 
that werent there before and a 


to saying, “Okay, you win,” and 
we then roll over and play (and are) 
dead? 

Nah. That’s not us. 

But it may be time to sit back and 
think things over. 

Fact is that we are involved in a 
propaganda war. We may score a few 
points here and there, but realistical- 
ly speaking we are so ridiculously 
outgunned—each of our dollars is 
met with a million of theirs—that 
the question really arises: should we 


ing tempests in the media teapot 
in turn made Bradley’s work look 
important and impactful to his sup- 
porters and the “movement” in gen- 
eral—that is: to you, dear reader. It 
made his support money flow. It has 
kept the butter on his bread for the 
past 25 years. So no matter what the 
impact—whether for better or for 
worse—he had to keep doing it. 
That’s no longer the case, though. 
CODONH is now free of the need of 
having to feed a family. So let’s free 
our minds as well and take a deep, 


new Jewish folk hero. What’s the 
World Jewish Congress and the 
rest of that gang complaining 
about? It might never have hap- 
pened without me!” 

Three issues later, a reader 
commented succinctly: 

“You brilliantly turned defeat 
into a joke. From a historical 
perspective, and objectively 
and heartlessly, you should be 
lynched by revisionists. They 
returned your ad money to 
you, $288, and you generated 
$2,000,000 in research and 
educational funds for extermi- 
nationists. [...] Instead, this ad 
will, for decades, create new 
exterminationists backed by the 
Ziff millions.” 


SMITH'S REPORT 


THE HOLOCAUS YNTROVERSY 


Number 20. Febraan 1995 


SMITH TEAMS WITH MILLIONAIRE PHILANTHROPIST 
TO CREATE NEW HOLOCAUST STUDIES PROGRAMS 
AT UNIVERSITY OF MIAMI 


serious, long look at CODOH’s, 
even at revisionism’s, historical 
record. Let’s figure out what ad- 
vanced the cause, what just made 
noise to no lasting good effect, 
and what actually even back- 
fired, and then let’s try to learn 
a lesson from it all. That’s what 
history is for: to teach us (all) a 
lesson or two, which we then ap- 
ply to the present in order to cre- 
ate a better future. Right? 

So, should we keep trying to 
compete through the mass me- 
dia, against the deep-pocket 
propaganda machinery of the 
Industry? Should we carry on 
email-bombing mostly hostile 
recipients, hoping for some Big 
Bang to get some publicity from? 


What if that reader is right? 
What if the bickering we revi- 


“Smith Teams with Millionaire Philanthropist 
to Create New Holocaust Studies Programs 


Or should we change our focus to 
something more subtle, more long- 


sionists do has merely served at University of Miami’—title page of Smith's term, more strategic in nature? 


the Holocaust Industry as a pre- 


Report #20, February 1995 


Or maybe both? 


text to rev up its propaganda and 
fundraising machines, merely mak- 
ing it and the Jewish lobby grow 
faster and bigger? What if we merely 
help the beast to get more powerful 
and more dangerous? What if every 
little success we have is outdone by 
the Lobby a thousand-fold, turning 
success into defeat? 

If that were so, shouldn’t we stop 
doing what we have been doing the 
past 25 years? Would that amount 


even try to do propaganda? 

I’m sawing on the branch 
CODOH is sitting on, no doubt. But 
maybe CODOH should move to an- 
other branch. Or are we just in the 
same spot where Bradley has been 
for the past 25 years? He was run- 
ning CODOH in a way that made 
the media pay attention—usually 
in a very negative way, but ”there’s 
no such thing as bad press.” Creat- 
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I’m not going to make any sug- 
gestions here. Even though I have 
my own opinion about it, I’d rather 
not divulge it just yet, because it 
might influence you. I prefer your 
uninfluenced opinion. 

So please be so kind as to take the 
time to think it over and write us a 
note—or an essay—to feedback@ 
codoh.com. If you do not want it 
published in SR, please say so, but 
in case you think that’s OK, please 
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indicate if we may credit you by 
name. 

Whatever the outcome, we, the 
CODOH team, are ready to press 
the reset button, reboot the system 
from the bottom up, and make a 
fresh start. 

One thing I can already say now, 
though: in-fighting does NOT work. 
That brings me to another topic 
which popped up repeatedly when 
going through old issues of SR. As 
some may remember, in 1993 a ma- 
jor conflict arose between the staff 
of the IHR and its founder Willis 
Carto. Bradley Smith and CODOH 
got drawn into that conflict, taking 
sides as Bradley saw fit back then. 
I have always tried to stay out of 
it and focus on producing quality 


work and cooperating with every- 
one I could productively work with. 
There may have been a legally Right 
and a Wrong in that conflict, but 
there has also always been a morally 
Right and Wrong, and looking back 
at the historical record of both sides 
involved, those Rights and Wrongs 
aren’t necessarily the same. 

Since we are currently posting 
all the individual articles which 
ever appeared in SR, those dealing 
with the Carto/IHR conflict are also 
among them. When I talked to Brad- 
ley about it a few weeks ago, he was 
convinced that not so much of it is to 
be found in SR. Well, that’s relative. 
It’s rather too much for my taste. It 
goes without saying that I feel very 
uncomfortable posting those vitri- 


olic exchanges of the past. I’d prefer 
letting old wounds heal. Still, I do 
post it all, as we won’t censor our 
own stuff, but I introduce each of 
these items with an appropriate edi- 
torial comment. 

Having said this, CODOH will co- 
operate with anyone who will work 
with us productively, and who can 
help the cause of furthering free 
speech where it’s most threatened. 
In this case, we are willing to coop- 
erate with both The Barnes Review 
(a Willis Carto creation) and the In- 
stitute for Historical Review. 

We all need to start looking for- 
ward, not backward, and make the 
most of what we have. 


How the Holocaust Claims Fresh Victims—Today 


Ge. Electric used to promote 
its consumer products! as “The 
Gift That Keeps on Giving.” In the 
present day, that historical confabu- 
lation packaged under the name of 
“The Holocaust” (capital letters, 
please) continues to take victims, 
even if it does not often, as alleged 
by the promoters of the traditional 
horror story, actually kill them. In the 
present day, the Holocaust continues 
to claim victims, like an avenging 
ghost that will never die. Of course, 
the avenging monster is no ghost at 
all, but living, breathing people who 
had not even been born by the time 
the Holocaust ended. They have 
their incentives, of course, and in 
no case are their incentives properly 
described as anything in any way 
humanistic. Those incentives, I will 
skip over here; they are copiously 
documented elsewhere, including in 


by Jett Rucker 


Smith s Report. Rather, I should like 
to categorize who the victims are, 
how they are victimized and, to the 
extent possible, why. I intend to pro- 
ceed in order of obviousness, rather 
than in order of numbers of victims 
or the degree (severity) of their vic- 
timization. 

First, the enemies. I use the plural 
since even the enemies seem to fall 
into at least two categories. The first 
category of enemy is those whom 
the Holocaust promoters happen to 
be combating over matters relating 
directly to the promoters’ agenda, 
rather than to the Holocaust itself. 
As for these enemies, if the promot- 
ers were the biblical hero Sampson, 
the Holocaust would be the ass’s 
jawbone with which he slew them 
in multitudes. These victims are to- 
day chiefly Arabs (and Iranians), but 
they also include Germans—that is, 
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the people who live in Germany, 
which includes some of the children 
and grandchildren of the people 
who are charged with having com- 
mitted the Holocaust. While many 
Germans may have been gulled into 
some feelings of “guilt” concerning 
the alleged events, Arabs as a group 
remain firmly on the other side of 
the guilt divide; they feel the guilt 
is the monopoly of the Jews/Israelis. 
But both groups are victimized, the 
Germans in retrospect, and the Ar- 
abs in prospect. Every fresh atroc- 
ity Israel commits is justified as a 
measure intended to “prevent a sec- 
ond Holocaust.” The Germans daily 
offer up reparation payments and 
submarines as atonement, while the 
Arabs/Muslims sustain attacks not 
only from/by Israel, but by its vast 
and powerful amen chorus in what 
is called the West, reaching at least 
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from Berlin to San Francisco. 

The second class of enemies is far 
smaller, and more-focused. These 
are those, such as Bradley Smith, 
whom they smear with the pejora- 
tive “Holocaust denier.” You may 
be one, and if you are, you are a 
criminal under Israeli law, no mat- 
ter where or when you might have 
committed your particular crime(s). 
While few killings of “deniers” 
have as yet been adduced, assaults 
on such as Robert Faurisson of 
France are well documented, and 
jail sentences for us/them abound. 
Wolfgang Fröhlich may recently 
have set the record for years of in- 
carceration for Holocaust denial, as 
a recent sentencing for crimes com- 
mitted while in jail pushed his cu- 
mulative sentence out to 14 years. 
Persons deemed guilty of this crime 
(Israel claims global jurisdiction in 
this matter) sustain professional and 
financial penalties as well, such as 
the denial of credit-card-merchant 
services to historian David Irving, 
initiated by emphatically Jewish 
New York Assemblyman Dov Hi- 
kind in 2010 under color of his be- 
ing an elected official in the Ameri- 
can governmental apparatus. 

There were, at last count, 19 whole 
countries in which “wrong” descrip- 
tions of the acts of Germans and 
their allies during World War II are 
punishable with fines and imprison- 
ment. In most countries, this works 
out to proscriptions against say- 
ing just about anything thoughtful 
about the German occupiers of late 
memory and/or their victims, par- 
ticularly Jews. But in Germany and 
Austria, where these strictures are 
enforced even more-vigorously than 
other places, the injury to freedom 
of thought and expression is com- 
pounded by insult to the nation(s) 
itself and even to the ancestors of 
the people themselves, assuming 


these also were Germans (often not 
the case, nowadays). The denizens 
of these still-defeated-after-seven- 
ty-years countries suffer not only 
under a suffocating cloud of guilt 
that will not dissipate, and continue 
ever since 1952 to bear the cost of 
reparations payments to millions of 
“survivors” of their forebears’ evil- 
doing, but are further gagged from 
open, honest discussion of the moti- 
vating narratives for all this in such 
a grotesque trammeling of human 
rights that one could wonder wheth- 
er the victors of World War II were 
“the good guys” after all. 

The entire world figures into the 
second major category of Holocaust 
victims, particularly taxpayers in the 
United States and other countries 
involved in financing military con- 
frontations outside their own bor- 
ders. It is well-known that the US 
provides at least $3 billion per year 
in tax revenues to Israel in the form 
of economic and military aid. Other 
“rich” countries—that is, countries 
rich in influential members of the 
Jewish Diaspora—no doubt pro- 
vide lesser amounts proportionate 
to their respective economic bases. 
Just as the mere millions provided 
each year by the government to the 
US Holocaust Memorial Museum is 
a pittance compared to the taxpayer 
aid to Israel from the US, that $3 bil- 
lion figure is itself but the tip of an 
enormous iceberg. Even the sanc- 
tions of these many years imposed 
on Iran have imposed a cost not just 
on Iran, but on those in the US and 
other participating countries who 
otherwise would have traded with— 
and profited from—the large and 
productive economy of Iran, the béte 
noir of Israeli Prime Minister Binja- 
min Netanyahu. Not yet mentioned 
in this calculus of costs is the cost 
to US taxpayers of appeasing neigh- 
boring powers such as Egypt with 
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yet more economic and military aid, 
and the cost to the taxpayers of Iran 
(remember the Iranians?) and other 
neighbors of Israel of maintaining a 
defensive infrastructure that might 
at the very least shield innocent ci- 
vilians from the ravaging of Israel 
and/or its American satrap upon that 
ill-starred country as threatened on 
practically a daily basis from Jeru- 
salem. 

There remains, among all the peo- 
ples and groups of the world, one 
further group of victims, who are 
subject to all the victimization cata- 
loged above, but who yet remain 
subject to further victimization on 
the basis of who they are. Here, I 
am speaking of the Jews. The Jews, 
wherever they are, including—very 
much including—those in Israel. 
The Jews, as the group I here refer 
to, are at least as innocent as the 
Americans, the Arabs/Muslims, the 
Germans, of foisting the Holocaust 
legacy upon a guilt-prone world. To 
point out those among them who are 
guilty, I could use the term “Zion- 
ists,” but that does not really cap- 
ture all those who profit, in one way 
and another, from the dynamics of a 
movement, which I could call a Jew- 
ish movement, but for which I will 
here let the term “Zionist” serve, 
with the understanding that the us- 
age is not literal, but instead refers 
to those who profit from setting 
people who identify as Jews against 
many, or most, of the people around 
them who do not identify as Jews. 

As in cases above, these victims 
sort out into at least two different 
subcategories: the faithful, and the 
resisters. Both are victims. As for 
the faithful, they have, in conse- 
quence of indoctrination that they 
have been subject to virtually since 
birth, incorporated for purposes of 
their own identification that fable of 
victimization with the resounding 
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name, and so are rendered socially 
“sensitive” to any sort of remark 
concerning history that any reason- 
able person in their society might 
happen to make upon one occasion 
or another. They become marked as 
“sensitive,” usually through no fault 
of their own, and become subject to 
a subtle, likely subconscious, sort 
of ostracism that leaves them on the 
margins of the society in which they 
might otherwise become full par- 
ticipants. We all, Jews and Gentiles 
alike, know people like this, and we 
do not dislike them. Rather, we are 
careful about them. They might get 
left out of something or other; who 
knows? We also suffer for their loss 


to our society. 

Some of the others are aware of 
the Holocaust albatross that hangs 
around their necks. They might or 
might not take any pains to make 
their associates aware that they want 
no part of the undying enterprise, 
but they are at some level aware of 
it, and might in subtle, subconscious 
ways occasionally let it influence 
them to downplay their ethnic/reli- 
gious origins. Where this happens, 
it impoverishes all of us, not just 
them. The religious/ethnic/linguis- 
tic traditions that we each embody, 
and present to the world as parts of 
our very selves, are our very hu- 
manness. Where we are in any way 


moved to conceal these, or misrep- 
resent them, we betray ourselves, 
along with, perhaps passively, de- 
ceiving our confreres. 

Promotion and perpetuation of the 
Holocaust Narrative, particularly of 
the exaggerated, blame-casting ver- 
sion that tragically prevails today, is 
a cancerous agent in the body of to- 
day’s increasingly global humanity. 

Resist it in yourself, and to the 
extent you can contrive to do so in 
a sociable way, oppose and discour- 
age it. 


' GE recently sold off its famous consumer- 


goods divisions after many decades, to Black 
& Decker, Electrolux and others. 


Irving v. Lipstadt Trial for Movie Theaters, Part II 


(...continued from SR 215) 


Ms. Alison Thompson 

Mr. Mark Gooder 

Cornerstone Films, c/o Sunray Films 
12 Sunray Avenue Herne Hill 
London, SE24 9PY 
cq@sunrayfilms.co.uk 

Tel: +44 (0)758 033 758 


September 30, 2015 


Re: The movie Denial and the his- 
torical facts of the Irving Trial 


Hello Ms. Thompson and Mr. Gooder: 


Two months ago, I e-mailed you a 
letter regarding factual and personal 
aspects of Deborah Lipstadt’s book, 
History on Trial; Lipstadt’s account 
of her long vendetta with author Da- 
vid Irving, which culminated in a 
defamation action. The action was 
tried in a London court in 2000 be- 
fore Judge Charles Gray. My first 
letter discussed how Irving pulled 
defeat from the jaws of victory when 


by David Merlin 


he failed to focus on actual defama- 
tions of him spread by Lipstadt. In- 
stead, Irving made his entire career 
and personal life the object of this 
litigation. He single-handedly took 
on the defendants’ small army of 
barristers, attorneys, and expert wit- 
nesses, and ended up being crushed. 

Since your company, Cornerstone 
Films, is promoting the movie De- 
nial, which is based on History on 
Trial, and since Denial is supposed 
to be “a powerful story about the 
legal and personal battle Deborah 
Lipstadt fought to defend the verac- 
ity of historical facts,” I wished to 
send a follow-up letter discussing 
the historical facts at issue at the 
trial. 

Lipstadt and her supporters have 
loudly proclaimed that the trial “proved 
the Holocaust.” That is not accurate. 
Judge Gray specifically stated: 

“It is no part of my function to at- 
tempt to make findings as to what 
actually happened during the Nazi 
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, 


regime.’ 

Irving opened the case telling the 
court: 

“I have never held myself out to 
be a Holocaust expert, nor have 
I written books about what is now 
called the Holocaust. ” 

The case is better described as 
a wide-ranging questioning of Ir- 
ving’s competence as a historian; an 
ex-post-facto effort to substantiate 
Lipstadt’s claim that Irving had fal- 
sified the historical record. 

Judge Gray broke the alleged fal- 
sification of historical facts into 4 
elements: 

“(a) 19 specific individual criti- 
cisms of Irvings historiography...; 
(b) his portrayal of Hitler... (c) his 
claims in relation to Auschwitz (d) 
the bombing of Dresden.” 

However, it is worth noting that it 
emerged at the trial that Irving had 
made a major contribution to Holo- 
caust research. 
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The Hitler Order 

From the time of the Nuremberg 
Tribunal, most interpretations of the 
Holocaust claimed that Hitler had 
given an order for the mass murder 
of all Jews, and he directly planned 
and organized a secret program of 
mass murder. This is the now-de- 
funct Intentionalist Theory. David 
Irving’s cardinal role in sinking this 
theory emerged during his cross- 
examination of defense expert wit- 
ness, Christopher Browning. 

Trial Transcript-[Professor Chris- 
topher Robert Browning] 

“I would say that there had been 
substantial study of the Holocaust; 
the Trunk book, in terms of the Jew- 
ish Councils, Hilberg in terms of 
the apparatus, Schloenus in terms of 
the pre-Holocaust bureaucratic pro- 
cess. What had not been studied be- 
fore you published was a particular 
focus on decision-making process 
and Hitler’ role. That is one part 
and, in so far as we can confine our- 
selves to that, indeed, your publica- 
tion of Hitler’s War was the impetus 
for the research in that area.” 

Even Holocaust doyen Raul Hil- 
berg has been forced to change his 
view. 

Q. [Mr Irving] Do you know what 
his [Hilberg’s] opinion is on wheth- 
er Adolf Hitler actually issued an 
order or not? 

A. [Professor Christopher Rob- 
ert Browning] J think his feeling is 
if you are looking for an order in a 
formal sense, that such a thing prob- 
ably was not given. ” 

It was not acknowledged during 
the trial that Irving had made one of 
the most-notable breakthroughs in 
Holocaust research. 


19 Criticisms 

Richard J. Evans, a British history 
professor, was hired to justify Lip- 
stadt’s comment that Irving, “falsi- 


fied history.” Evans and his team 
spent two years examining Irving’s 
books, papers, personal papers and 
speeches in painful detail and pre- 
sented a 740-page “Report” for the 
defense. He came up with 19 pos- 
sible errors. Judge Gray discussed 
the faults of Irving at length. The al- 
leged distortions related to Irving’s 
presentation of the following events: 
1. Hitler’s trial in 1924, 

2. Crime statistics for Berlin in 1930, 
3. The events of Kristallnacht, 

4. The aftermath of Kristallnacht, 

5. The expulsion of Jews from Ber- 
lin in 1941 (based on Hitler's War, 
1977 edition) 

6. Himmler’s log for 1 December 1941, 
7. The shooting of the Jews in Riga, 
8. Hitler’s views on the Jewish question, 
9. The timing of the “final solution” 
to the Jewish question: the Schlegel- 
berger note, 

10. Goebbels’s diary entry for 27 
March 1942, 

11. Himmler minute of 22 Sept. 1942, 
12. Himmler’s note for this meeting 
with Hitler on 10 December 1942, 
13. Hitler’s meetings with Antones- 
cu and Horthy in April 1943, 

14. The deportation of the Roman 
Jews in October 1943, 

15. Himmler’s speeches of 6 Octo- 
ber 1943 and 5 and 24 May 1944, 
16. Hitler’s speech on 26 May 1944, 
17. Ribbentrop’s testimony from his 
cell at Nuremberg, 

18. Marie Vaillant-Couturier testimony, 
19. Kurt Aumeier testimony, 


German Secret Code 

Evans’s critique often relied on the 
claim that the Germans used a “se- 
cret code” in their communications. 
In the trial Evans stated: 

“Every time there is an euphe- 
mism, Mr. Irving... or a camouflage 
piece of statement or language 
about Madagascar, you want to 
treat it as the literal truth, because 
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it serves your purpose of trying to 
exculpate Hitler.” 

As Judge Gray wrote: 

“Much of the argument revolved 
around questions of translation. I 
did not derive much assistance from 
the debate as to how words such as 
ausrotten, vernichten, abschaffen, 
umsiedeln and abtransportieren are 
to be translated. ” 


Irving Ought to Have Appreci- 
ated... 

What Judge Gray did fault Irving for 
was his trusting German sources too 
much and not trusting contrary sto- 
ries enough. An example is Gray’s 
criticism of Irving’s portrayal of 
Hitler’s role in the 1923 Putsch: 

“Irving ought to have appreciated 
that Hofmann5 allegiance to Hit- 
ler rendered his testimony untrust- 
worthy”. 

Regarding Irving’s reporting of 
Berlin crime statistics: 

“{Irving] chose to cite, without 
qualification, the claim made by 
Daluege, a committed Nazi, that 
in 1930 a strikingly large propor- 
tion of the offences of fraud were 
committed by Jews. Daluege’s en- 
thusiastic membership of the Nazi 
party together with his activities 
on the Eastern front during the war 
should have led Irving to doubt any 
pronouncement of his affecting the 
Jews.” 

And regarding Kristallnacht and 
the testimony of Bruckner, Schaub, 
von Below, Hederich and Futkam- 
mer: 

“in my view he ought to have 
approached their accounts with 
considerable scepticism...” 

On the other hand, Gray had great 
faith in what he called “Vaillant- 
Couturier’s vivid, detailed and cred- 
ible evidence about the women’s 
camp at Auschwitz.” Of course 
Vaillant-Couturier was in Birkenau 
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and her testimony was that: 

“[W]e saw the unsealing of 
the cars and the soldiers letting 
men, women, and children out of 
them.... To render their welcome 
more pleasant at this time—June 
to July 1944—an orchestra com- 
posed of internees, all young and 
pretty girls dressed in little white 
blouses and navy blue skirts, 
played during the selection, at 
the arrival of the trains, gay tunes 
such as “The Merry Widow,” the 
“Barcarolle” from “The Tales 
of Hoffman,” and so forth. They 
were then informed that this was 
a labor camp, and since they were 
not brought into the camp they 
saw only the small platform sur- 
rounded by flowering plants. ” 

Gray did admit, in the face of 
numerous examples presented by 
Irving: 

“The possibility exists that some 
of these witnesses invented some 
or even all of the experiences 
which they describe. ” 

However, he still ruled against 
Irving. 


Context 
Judge Gray also ruled against Ir- 
ving on the basic of “context.” Re- 
garding the Schlegelberger note: 

“T consider that, in the light of 
all the surrounding circumstanc- 
es and in the light of subsequent 
events, it is (to put it no higher) 
very doubtful if the Schlegelberger 
note is evidence of a wish on the 
part of Hitler to postpone the Jew- 
ish question until after the war,... 

Irving s perception of the impor- 
tance of the note appears to take 
no account of the mass murder of 
the Jews which took place soon af- 
terwards.” 

Likewise Gray ruled that Ir- 


ving’s claim was in error that Hit- 
ler’s 1943 intervention regarding 
Roman Jews was for their benefit: 

“...the Roman Jews were sent to 
the notorious concentration camp 
at Mauthausen where they were at 
the mercy of the SS. I also take the 
view that it was a culpable omis- 
sion on Irving s part not to inform 
his readers that these Jews were 
ultimately murdered.” 


His Portrayal of Hitler 

Much of the trial revolved around 
Irving’s claims that Adolf Hitler 
was “a friend to the Jews.” This 
was a non-starter with Judge Gray. 
He wrote: 

“Irvings submissions on this 
topic appear to me to have a dis- 
tinct air of unreality about them.” 

There were discussions if Hit- 
ler’s private chauffeur was Jew- 
ish, or whether Hitler was kept in 
ignorance of the manner in which 
Heydrich and Himmler were set- 
ting about solving the Jewish 
question. Ultimately, Judge Grey 
found “that Hitler was rabidly an- 
ti-semitic from the earliest days... 
He spoke, in his famous speech 
of 30 January 1939 and on other 
occasions, in the most sinister and 
menacing terms of the fate which 
awaited the Jews.” 


The Bombing of Dresden 

The issue of the bombing of Dres- 
den related to various statements 
Irving made regarding the num- 
ber of deaths in the 1945 bomb- 
ing in public speeches and in Ir- 
ving’s book The Destruction of 
Dresden, published in 1963. The 
defense claimed Irving overstat- 
ed the death toll in the bombing, 
and attacked Irving’s reliance on 
the Tagesbefehl No. 47, a Ger- 
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man document on the number of 
casualties caused by the Dresden 
bombing. Gray found that Irving 
should have been more suspicious 
of the document. 


Auschwitz 

The issue that attracted the most 
attention were comments made by 
Irving, “namely that no gas cham- 
bers were commissioned or oper- 
ated at the camp and that in conse- 
quence no Jew lost his or her life in 
gas chambers there.” Defendants 
claimed that “that almost one mil- 
lion Jews were put to death in the 
gas chambers of Auschwitz” and 
that “500,000 Jews were killed in 
morgue | of crematorium 2” i.e. in 
one particular room. 

The defendants hired Dr. Robert 
Jan Van Pelt, a professor of archi- 
tecture, as their expert on the func- 
tioning of the eight alleged gas 
chambers at Auschwitz. (There 
were also numerous rooms for 
clothing fumigation at Auschwitz 
and Birkenau.) 

Simply put, Van Pelt testified 
that Morgue 1 of Crematorium 
2 could have been used as a gas 
chamber. It was here that Irving 
was overwhelmed. He raised only 
two objections to Van Pelt’s testi- 
mony about Crematorium 2, and 
nothing about any of the other 
“gas chambers.” It was a very 
poor performance. 

(to be continued...) 
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Revisionist Persecution and Prosecution 


14 Years’ Imprisonment for Wolfgang Frohlich in Austria 


E Europe, Holocaust denial is ille- 
gal in 14 nations. The broad defi- 
nition for Holocaust denial for these 
laws is the denial of the systematic 
genocidal killing of millions of eth- 
nic minorities in Europe (includ- 
ing Jews) by Nazi Germany in the 
1930s and 1940s. 

That kills any possibility of free 
analysis outside the orthodoxy of 
the Shoah narrative. There is no 
doubt, according to the legal defini- 
tion, that the orthodox narrative of 
the gas chambers and the horrific 
deaths of six million Jews are ab- 
solutely incontestable. All is true. 
If you dare to go into this “solved” 
historical problem with a Descartian 
attitude, that is, to allow doubt to 
filter into the narrative, to question 
purported facts, to do your own re- 
search on matters that are supposed 
to be unquestionable, then you will 
have to face the Law, at least if 
you announced your findings to be 
known by others, as one might any 
scientific research outcome in this 
era. Legislation protects this histori- 
cal narrative and will not allow any 
scrutiny by any scientific methods. 
Austria is among those fourteen na- 
tions in Europe which punish the 
“doubters.” 

In Austria, the curtailment of free 
expression and the blow to liberty 
started with the Verbotsgesetz 1947 
Act (Prohibition Act 1947) , the first 
legislation in this country which had 
the aims to dismantle any organiza- 
tions of National Socialists and pro- 
hibited any of these political groups 
to exist or reassemble. Needless to 
say, regardless of your political po- 


by Roberto Hernandez 


sition, this was a strong violation 
of human rights. But in 1992 the 
Verbotsgesetz was amended. This 
amendment to the Verbotsgesetz en- 
acts further the prohibition of Holo- 
caust Denial as well as the deliberate 
minimization of any Nazi atroci- 
ties. Also, upon this amendment, 
the Austrian Supreme Court stated 
that any reasoning or argumentation 
concerning the Nazi genocide and 
the Nazi crimes against humanity is 
not admissible evidence in court... 
so there is no chance of making a 
case in court, in Austrian territory, 
that there are some pretty interesting 
and unsolved problems in the ortho- 
dox Holocaust historiography—or 
using these arguments for your own 
defense in a trial, had you been ac- 
cused of Holocaust denial—just as 
is today. 

One well-known figure who has 
contested the Shoah narrative and 
has been punished for it, in Austria, 
is the Austrian engineer Wolfgang 
Fröhlich. Among his credentials is 
to be a specialist in constructing gas 
chambers for pest control and exter- 
minating microbes. 

Among other activities, he par- 
ticipated in a 1998 Swiss trial as an 
expert witness for the defense in the 
Jiirgen Graf/Gerhard Forster trial. In 
this trial, Fréhlich’s brief introduc- 
tion noted that his fields of expertise 
were process engineering and gas 
applications. He told the court that 
he had carried out numerous gas- 
sings to exterminate pests and infec- 
tious microbes. Apparently, instead 
of these credentials helping the de- 
fense and positioning him as a key 
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expert on this subject, they created 
a real problem for him. The court 
did not like what he had to say about 
the impossibility of mass gassing 
as it is told it happened to millions 
in the incontestable Holocaust nar- 
rative. Here I reproduce part of his 
dialogue with the prosecutor at this 
trial in 1998 in a Swiss Court: 
— Aufdenblatten (Prosecutor): “In 
your opinion were mass gassings 
with Zyklon B technically possi- 
ble?” 
— Fröhlich: “No.” 
— Aufdenblatten: “Why not?” 
— Froehlich: “The pesticide Zyklon 
B is hydrocyanic acid absorbed in a 
granular-shaped carrier substance. 
It is released through contact with 
the air. The boiling point of hydrocy- 
anic acid is 25.7 degrees [Celsius]. 
The higher the temperature, the more 
rapid is the rate of evaporation. The 
delousing chambers in which Zyklon 
B was used in NS [German wartime] 
camps and elsewhere were heated 
to 30 degrees and higher, so that the 
hydrocyanic acid would be released 
rapidly from the carrier granules. 
However, in the half-underground 
mortuaries of the Auschwitz-Birke- 
nau crematories, where witnesses 
claim that mass killings with Zyklon 
B took place, the temperatures were 
very much lower. Even if one allows 
for the warming of the spaces by 
the body warmth of the hypothetical 
prisoners, the temperature would 
not have been more than 15 degrees, 
even in summer time. Consequently, 
it would have taken many hours for 
the hydrocyanic acid to evaporate. 
“According to eyewitness reports, 
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the victims died very quickly. The 
witnesses mention time frames of 
‘instantaneous’ to ‘15 minutes.’ To 
be able to kill the gas chamber pris- 
oners in such a short time, the Ger- 
mans would have had to use ridicu- 
lously large amounts of Zyklon—I 
estimate from 40 to 50 kilograms 
for each gassing. This would have 
made any work in the gas cham- 
ber fundamentally impossible. The 
special-detachment _[Sonderkom- 
mando] people, whom the witnesses 
say were assigned the task of clear- 
ing out [dead bodies] from them [the 
gas chambers], would 
have collapsed immedi- 
ately upon entering the 
rooms, even if they were 
wearing gas masks. 
Enormous amounts of 
hydrocyanic acid would 
have streamed out into 
the open, and would 
have poisoned the entire 
camp.” 

(For further inquiry 
into this trial consult 
The Journal of Histori- 
cal Review, vol. 17, no. 
4 (July/August 1998; 
codoh.com/node/2756) 

The Prosecutor not 
only did not like what 


Hoax) to individuals across the 
whole spectrum of Austrian society, 
and was re-incarcerated on August 
29, 2005. Judge Claudia Bandion- 
Ortner subsequently sentencing him 
to two years in prison and revoked 
the suspension of the previous sen- 
tence, hence Fröhlich had to serve 
an additional four years. However, 
Austria’s Supreme Court suspended 
29 months of this sentence, hence 
Frohlich had to serve “only” 19 
months. 

In December 2006, shortly after 
his release from prison, Fröhlich 


a total of 6 years and 4 months. His 
appeal was dismissed. 

Austrian courts are less “tolerant” 
than German courts on the viola- 
tion of its statutes on Holocaust de- 
nial. Austria, with its Verbotsgesetz 
law, is perhaps the worst country in 
which to doubt the orthodox narra- 
tive of the Holocaust and seek his- 
torical truth and accuracy, outside 
the religious myth and taboo that 
protects the Holocaust as a whole, 
as one would think is imperative in 
a modern democracy. 

By 2010, Frohlich, 59, had al- 
ready served a total of 
six and a half years in 
prison. But while still in 
prison, he was sentenced 
to two more years in 
prison for sending from 
his prison cell letters to 
National Council Presi- 
dent Barbara Prammer 
(SPO), Cardinal Chris- 
toph Schönborn and 
others arguing that the 
mass extermination of 
Jews with Zyklon B was 
technically impossible, 
the number of victims 
of six millions “the most 
heinous fraud in the his- 
tory of humanity.” 


Froehlich had said in 
court, he also threatened him with 
prosecution. 

In 2001 after the publication of 
his 368-page book Die Gaskammer- 
Lüge (The Gas-Chamber Lie) he 
had all the attention of the Austrian 
authorities. On 21 June 2003 he was 
arrested in Vienna, and in Septem- 
ber 2003 he was sentenced to three 
years in prison, two of which were 
suspended, for violating the Ver- 
botsgesetz. 

In June 2005, he was indicted 
for sending 800 CDs titled Gas- 
kammerschwindel (Gas-Chamber 


participated in the first Holocaust 
conference in Tehran, but in spite of 
complaints to the authorities, he was 
not prosecuted. 

In August 2007, however, during 
his probation period, he called upon 
a member of parliament and the pro- 
vincial governors to abolish the Ver- 
botsgesetz. For this and for his “Ho- 
locaust denial” he was sentenced by 
Judge Martina Spreitzer-Kropiunik 
at the Vienna Regional Court for 
Criminal Matters, on January 14, 
2008, to four years in prison plus 29 
months from the revoked probation, 
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This isn’t the end of 
this terrible story, though, and with 
this, we come to the reason why we 
write about Frohlich in the first place: 
On July 9, 2015, the Krems District 
Court under Presiding Judge Dr. 
Gerhard Wittmann sentenced Wolf- 
gang Frohlich to another 3 years in 
prison — half a year before he was 
slated to be released! This time he 
had been indicted by prosecutor 
Elisabeth Sebek for sending letters 
from his prison cell to the Austrian 
Chancellor Werner Faymann as well 
as to other personalities and to the 
Austrian newsmagazine Profil. In 
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these letters, he had expressed once 
more his opinion that the Holocaust 
could not have occurred as usually 
asserted. 

So let’s make a tally: 

2003: 3 years, all served 

2005: 2 years, all served 

2007: 4 years, all served 

2010: 2 years, still serving 

2015: 3 years, still serving 
This is a total of 14 years in prison, 
and with such a record chances are 
slim that any part of this term will 
ever be suspended on probation. 


With that total, Frohlich surpasses 
the sad record of Horst Mahler in 
Germany, who is still serving a cu- 
mulative prison term of 13 years and 
3 months for his highly controver- 
sial but ultimately peaceful dissent 
(although he didn’t just “deny”, he 
also justified the 9/11 attacks on the 
U.S., and the Third Reich’s racial 
and anti-Semitic measures, plus re- 
commended repeating them in part). 

Knowing Fröhlich, who gets more 
and more upset the more he is per- 
secuted, he probably will never shut 


up and will spend the rest of his life 
in prison, from where he will keep 
writing letters that will get him in 
trouble. 

To paraphrase Robert Faurisson, 
putting a canary into a cage isn’t 
going to stop it from singing its 
songs — maybe unless the evidently 
incompetent prison authorities start 
censoring his letters and prevent any 
“illegal” statements from reaching 
the outside world. That would keep 
Fröhlich out of trouble at least while 
he’s behind bars. 


Revisionist Activities 


id you ever wonder what hap- 
B- to Fred Leuchter after 
Errol Morris had done his documen- 
tary on him called Mr. Death? Those 
of our readers who have stayed on 
top of things will have noticed that 
Leuchter has been on the editorial 
advisory board of Inconvenient His- 
tory for a quite a few years. Admit- 
tedly, this is more of an honorary 
position than a functional one. Now 
Fred has finally come out of hiding 
by giving an almost two-hour in- 
terview to Jim Rizoli about all the 
things that have happened after he 
was ousted due to his authoring the 
famous Leuchter Report. He also 
talks about how he got into that 
mess, and all the things that hap- 
pened before, while and after he was 


by Santiago Alvarez 


doing his trailblazing investigations 
at Auschwitz etc. So don’t miss 
watching this really informative in- 
terview: youtu.be/J7aPiYzXPMI 


peaking 

of whom, 
Castle Hill 
Publishers just 
released yet 
another new 
edition of an 
old revision- 
ist classic: 
The ground- 
shaking and trailblazing Leuchter 
Reports: Critical Edition. This 
fourth edition contains all four 
Leuchter Reports, plus a new sec- 
tion on a more-recent investigation 
of the alleged Dachau gas chamber. 
(shop.codoh.com/book/404) 


avid Irving got the Jerusalem 
Posts attention this year when 
going on his “Aktion Reinhardt” tour 
(see the news item in last month’s 
Smiths Report). Headlined “Holo- 
caust denier David Irving: ‘I’m not 
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an anti-Semite, 
yet’,” the Sept. 
2 article main- 
ly consists of 
an interview — aN 
with not much said. One might won- 
der why this attention? Maybe the 
JPost had trouble filling its pages, 
and making its readers get goose- 
bumps pays off somehow? (tinyurl. 


com/onqbolg) 


Ms" Hoffman has just sent 
out no. 80 of his 12-page 
Revisionist History newsletter. It 
features an 8-page-long article on 
Gregor Strasser, the man “Hitler 
Had Murdered” in the summer of 
1934, as Hoffman puts it; comments 
on Pat Buchanan’s take on Pope 
Francis, and a brief review of J.R. 
Dancy’s The 

Myth of the e 
Press Gang. | == 
Back issues 


can be ac- 3 
cessed here: 

tinyurl.com/ 
nngp3j4 


Revisionist History 
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Ci: Hill Publishers released 
their first-ever DVD: The Tre- 
blinka Archaeology Hoax. This 
documentary by Eric Hunt has been 
available a Mom 
a free down- 
load since 
early 2014. 
Now it can \ 


be purchased År chaeslogy 
for watch- > 
HOAX 


ing on a HD 
TV. It comes 
with optional English, German, 
Spanish and Portuguese subtitles 
(amzn.com/B0151SE300). 


Iso available from Castle Hill 

Publishers is the third, slight- 
ly expanded edition of Don Hed- 
desheimer’s 
trail-blazing 
book The First 
Holocaust. 
It features an 
afterword by 
Germar Rudolf 
on the book’s 
impact on re- 
visionist re- 
search into the 
six-million figure (shop.codoh.com/ 
book/403). 


alins War of Extermination 

1941-1945 was written by a 
German government historian who 
just prior to a 
his retirement ishi 
turned openly z 
revisionist. 
The hard-cover 
edition of this 
book appeared 
in 2001. It is 
now avail- 
able in an un- 


ik a revisionist joint venture be- 
tween The Institute for Historical 
Review and Castle Hill Publishers/ 
CODOH, two revisionist classics 
have been put back into print: Wil- 
helm Staglich’s Auschwitz: A Judge 
Looks into the Evidence, and Wal- 
ter Sanning’s The Dissolution of 
Eastern European Jewry. The first 
features a foreword, the second an 
afterword by editor Germar Rudolf, 
giving updates on the issues dealt 
with in the books (shop.codoh.com/ 
book/383 and  shop.codoh.com/ 
book/384). Granted, the books have 
been available since earlier this 
year, but the joint-venture aspect of 
it is new and newsworthy. 


A JUDGE LOCKS AT THE EVIDENCE 


= a 


incent Reynouard, working 
from exile, has released eight 
of his video presentations with Eng- 
lish subtitles (tinyurl.com/opyc452): 
— “Why the Germans dynamited the 
crematoria at Auschwitz” 
— “Vincent Reynouard, French re- 
visionist sentenced to 2 years in 
prison” 
— “Revisionism: The Reasons for 
Germany ï Silence” 
— “Before Saying Goodbye” 
— “Thank you! With vou, I will 
continue the 
fight...” 
— “Message to 
Jean-Marie Le 
Pen” 
— “In front of 


abridged pa- historians, a 

perback edition (shop.codoh.com/ | few revisionists 

book/32) could be right” 353296 
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— “‘Holocaust’: An incredible story: 
The Reinhardt Action” 

He has also added a number of 
new videos to his French YouTube 
Channel(tinyurl.com/omnvc7q) 


ssue no. 5 (Sept.(Oct.) of The 

Barnes Review has a featured pa- 
per on “George Viereck: American 
Martyr” by Marc Roland. In the 
1930s and ‘40s, Viereck was con- 
sidered one of the supreme literary 
geniuses of US history. But then he 
made a mistake: he criticized FDR’s 
interventionist military policies... 
On its 64 pages this magazine issue 
has much more to offer, though, i.a.: 
South Carolina a= 
Secedes; The | THEBARNESREVIEW 


| 


Saga of Rob- yp 
ert Rogers; E Ey 
The Germans: ; a ~, 


A r] 
Eminently , ka Tearve terih 
Tribal; Japan’s N - 


Operation Bal- 


loon Bomb; i 
Nazi Germany and the Slavs; Fol- 
ke Bernadotte & the White Buses; 
Rothschilds Fund the Soviet Union 
(tinyurl.com/pjds5pm). 


Ro Widmann released the 
all issue of Inconvenient His- 
tory in early September featuring 
“Patrick Desbois and the ‘Mass 
Graves’ of Jews in Ukraine,” by Car- 
lo Mattogno, “Winston Churchill 
Discreetly Veiled, Part 2,” by Ralph 
Raico, “The Myth of the Big Busi- 
ness-Nazi Axis,” by Kerry R. Bolton, 
“War Crimi- 
nals in Israel,” 
by Jett Rucker, 
as well as three 
reviews and 
an editorial 
(tinyurl.com/ 
psx26dv). 
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Fragments 


The Human Face of Holocaust Revisionism 


*** Smith’s Report #2. November, 
1990. Visalia, California: 

“This report informs you of what I 
am doing personally to promote an 
open debate on the Holocaust story. 
It does not attempt to monitor the re- 
visionist movement. ” 

That was 25 years ago. That’s the 
way it’s been all this time. What I 
am doing personally to open up the 
story. I did not try to monitor the 
revisionist movement. In the end, 
what has come of it? CODOH it- 
self. There is nothing anywhere in 
the world to compare with our im- 
mense library of documents—all 
of them online and accessible to 
everyone. The CODOH Forum, the 
premier revisionist debate forum 
in the world. Inconvenient History, 
a Quarterly Journal, which has ef- 
fectively replaced The Journal of 
Historical Review, which once rep- 
resented the entire revisionist move- 
ment. And then there are 216 issues 
of Smith's Report. It all started with 
a six-pager in November 1990. 

Now SR has a new publisher and 
a new approach to our interests. 
What I publish here will continue to 
be what I do, a substantial part of it 
subjective, “my own story” if you 
will. That’s the way I began SR, and 
that’s the way it’s been for 25 years. 
Bear with me. I have my own story 
to tell. What’s left of it. Why do I 
want to tell it? I have never known. 
I don’t know now. I probably never 
will know. 


*** At the same time, I continue 
to work online to reach out to the 
American public on and off the uni- 


by Bradley R. Smith 


versity campus. I can’t do it alone. 
My two primary helpers, Tony and 
Ricardo, both live here in Mexico. 
A lot of stuff is getting done online 
that is difficult, impossible, to keep 
up with here. For example, SR#215 
was distributed to Harvard where 
we have an ongoing campus proj- 
ect focused on Prof. Steven Pinker. 
The lead article in Smith’s Report 
#215, “Being Jewish: Remember- 
ing the Holocaust” by Jett Rucker, 
was sent to 4,500 Harvard academ- 
ics and student orgs. It also went to 
a 4,000-person list at USC includ- 
ing the Stephen Spielberg bunch, 
to Free Speech orgs nationwide, to 
Hillel, and to Muslim student orgs at 
universities in the US. At the same 
time, all these sends included a link 
to the entire archive of Smith’s Re- 
port now published on CODOH. 

SR#215 was posted on our Codoh 
Founder’s blog and our dedicated 
website to our campus project: Æ 
Light on Camps Now. Anyone who 
is subscribed to our Constant Con- 
tact list got a copy of SR #215, and 
our CODOH team announced SR 
#215 on CODOH’s Recent News. 
We did the same on Facebook where 
we have 4,200 followers on Smith’s 
personal account and another 2,000 
followers on our CODOH Facebook 
page. 

Among other posts and promo- 
tions we announced the new video 
now available for purchase online, 
the Treblinka Documentary by Eric 
Hunt, now ready for an international 
audience with subtitles in German, 
Spanish, and Portuguese. We posted 
that on Smith’s Facebook personal 
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page and on CODOH Facebook 
page, a total potential outreach to 
6,200 people. 

Over the past days we have sent 
David Merlin’s article on the new 
Deborah Lipstadt Hollywood movie 
to some 24,000 university email ad- 
dresses in Wisconsin, Virginia, Con- 
necticut, Pennsylvania, Vermont 
and Massachusetts. Now we have 
a program where we can collect the 
emails of those who open the docu- 
ment or click on any of the links 
on our page. This is always a small 
percentage, but now we can create 
another focused mailing list of those 
who express some interest in the 
material. 

We distributed the new autumn is- 
sue of Inconvenient History to Free 
Speech organizations nationwide, 
to our Muslim lists, to Hillel, and to 
various campuses as well as posting 
it on the Founder’s blog and send- 
ing the announcement via Constant 
Contact. 

This is a brief summary of the 
outreach program that goes on and 
will go on month after month to 
reach those who might have reasons 
to be interested in our work on the 
Holocaust question. I can no longer 
take care of all the health issues, the 
online work, and publish Smiths 
Report as well. That is why Ger- 
mar Rudolf has taken the helm here. 
There could not be a better guy to do 
it than Germar. 


*** Nicholas writes: 

“I’m assuming you wont be able 
to get to our September 13 meeting 
in El Segundo (a Los Angeles beach 
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suburb), but I’m wondering if you 
might care to provide a message to 
be read to the attendees concerning 
your decision to retire as editor of 
SR, what your plans are, and any- 
thing else you might wish to convey. 
Of course we’d like to know how 
you are faring generally and what 
you see in your future (remember 
Criswell’s reminder that ‘we are 
all interested in the future because 
that’s where we’re going to spend 
the rest of our lives’).” 

I responded in part with this: 

“Re my future and thinking about 
it, as I am told Criswell suggests. I 
have always tended to mess around 
in the present—to be here now, as 
the saying goes. In a certain way, 
the future was not very much there 
for me. I suppose thats one reason 
that now I have next to nothing. At 
the same time, I never missed the fu- 
ture. It was as if the present were so 
full, so active, so very present, that 
not only nothing else was needed, 
there was no room in the moment for 
anything more. 

“Well, I do not expect to be with 
what left of us this time. I hope it 
is going well for you who do make 
it. And for those who do not make 
it as well. It is probably mere coin- 
cidence, but at this moment, think- 
ing of the room where we all pass 
a couple hours together three or 
four times a year, my throat feels the 
need for a cold beer. 

“Maybe its the September heat 
wave down here. Or maybe it really 
is that room up there. 

“Good night to you all. 

“Bradley.” 


*** The entire archive of Smith’s 
Report is online for the first time. 
Due almost entirely to the work of 
Germar. There’s a lot of interesting 
stuff in these early issues. 

In issue #8 for example (1991) Alan 


Dershowitz is quoted (codoh.com/ 
media/files/sr8.pdf) on the front 
page of The Daily Texan at U of 
Texas, Austin, saying: “Bradley 
Smith has no historical credibility at 
all and is a known anti-Semite and 
anti-Black racist with phony cre- 
dentials.” I was dismayed. “Phony 
credentials?” What was he talking 
about? I had no credentials what- 
ever. Maybe it was a poor joke, 
considering the situation. But Der- 
showitz goes on from there, another 
brilliant American academic. Very 
interesting stories about the Daily 
Texan staff, the President of the 
University, local media. David Cole 


Alan Dershowitz 


was with me on that trip to Austin. 
This is just one example of the 
stories you can find online now in 
Smith's Report. Much of the materi- 
al illustrates the “cultural” environ- 
ment that revisionism was entering, 
and which the Jewish lobbies had 
turned their attention to in the most 
unfavorable way, ignoring the rights 
to Free Speech that Harvard Profes- 
sor Steven Pinker writes about so 
graphically. (tinyurl.com/q46pt2d) 


*** A guideline for professors 
(particularly the Dershowitz people 
at Harvard), who leave their com- 
ments with CODOH. Please use the 
comments section to demonstrate 
your ignorance, unfamiliarity with 
empirical data and lack of respect 
for scientific knowledge. Be sure to 
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create straw men and argue against 
things I have neither said nor im- 
plied. If you could repeat previously 
discredited memes or steer the con- 
versation into irrelevant, off-topic 
discussions, it would be appreciat- 
ed. Lastly, kindly forgo all civility in 
your discourse... you are, after all, 
an academic. (Thanks to Legalien- 
ate—slightly edited; legalienate. 


blogspot.mx.) 


*** Did War on Hitler Actually 
Cause the Holocaust? This is the ti- 
tle of an article on the website of The 
Jewish Libertarian, which describes 
itself as where Anarcho-Capitalism 
and Judaism Converge. The article, 
by Rafi Farber, is self-reflective and 
intelligent, though he is discovering 
stuff that a lot of us here are already 
more than familiar with. 

“Despite turning 180 degrees on 
almost all of my historical perspec- 
tives, there are some establishment 
positions that, even for me, are hard 
to give up. There was one major es- 
tablishment position that still stuck 
in me like a dagger and was only 
loosened last week. That is, declar- 
ing and winning World War II was 
justified if only in order to save what 
was left of European Jewry. 

“But then I read Ralph Raico, a 
libertarian historian and student 
of Ludwig von Mises. And he said 
something that totally took me for a 
loop. ‘Churchill's refusal to listen to 
Hitlers peace overtures may have 
doomed European Jewry.’ When I 
first read that sentence I did a dou- 
ble take. I didnt even understand 
what Raico was saying on a basic 
level, the thought was so foreign to 
me. So I read it again. And again. 
Was I reading this right? How can 
that be? 

“And then I just stared into space 
for a minute and said to myself, ‘Oh 
my God.’” 
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Farber had realized that it could 
have been Winston Churchill who 
set the Final Solution and the Ho- 
locaust in motion. That Adolf Hitler 
may have been only the vehicle and 
not the direct cause. That Winston 
Churchill may have been the ulti- 
mate enabler. 

Farber, reading this, experienced 
a break-through moment in his un- 
derstanding of how the world might 
work. I liked the personally reveal- 
ing way he writes and thought to 
nudge him forward another step or 
two. I posted a short message on his 
comments page. 


Bradley Smith 
September 7, 2015 at 8:58 pm 
Interesting article but... it appears 
you believe the gas-chamber stories. 
Perhaps I’m wrong. 


Rafi Farber 
Rafi is from Miami, made Aliyah in 
2007, and lives with his wife and 
two girls in Karnei Shomron. He 
writes financial content for a living. 


rafifarber 
September 7, 2015 at 9:04 pm 
(six minutes later) 
Wow! I actually got a Holocaust 
denier to comment here! That’s 
a strange accomplishment. I am 
building bridges I’m not sure I even 
want built. Surely those who dis- 
agree with me will cite this as evi- 
dence that I have “gone too far”. Yes 
Bradley Smith. I “believe the gas- 


chamber stories”. I am a Jew whose 
extended family was murdered in 
the gas chambers. 

And I physically visited the gas 
chambers and saw the 17-ton pile of 
human ash at Majdanek filled with 
my family who died there in the 
gas chambers that I was physically 
in. Those Jews who are reading this 
who want to know where I’m draw- 
ing the line, it’s here. This guy is on 
the other side. Do not comment here 
again, Mr. Smith. 


Lisa 
September 7, 2015 at 9:15 pm 
(11 minutes have passed) 
Please tell me you aren’t sur- 
prised. 


rafifarber 

September 7, 2015 at 9:27 pm 
(another 12 minutes) 
Taken aback, but not shocked. 
Part of me has always wanted to 
seriously talk with one to examine 
them, but I don’t think I can handle 

it emotionally. 


Bradley Smith 

(The following comment is not 
dated because it was not posted. I 
have been permanently banned from 
The Jewish Libertarian.) 

Can you provide, with proof, the 
name of one person who was killed 
in the gas chambers of Majdanek? 
No? Actually, I am on your side, 
Rafi, particularly with re to Ron 
Paul and the ideals of intellectual 
freedom. Try to put a damper on 
your “emotions,” an act that each 
of us should attempt when we find 
ourselves questioned. You and me, 
Rafi —at bottom there is not much 
difference. We’re just folk. 


As it turns out Rafi is a self-de- 
scribed “religious” Jew. He’s all the 
way in. This story is developing, has 
already developed, but too late for 
this issue of SR. 
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*** Had a bone marrow biopsy 
performed at the VA. Some pain but 
nothing serious. All my blood lev- 
els are low. My oncologist wants to 
know if the cancer has gotten into 
the bone marrow, where blood cells 
are manufactured. The next stage of 
the treatment will depend on what 
they find. 

In the event, it turns out that the 
cancer is not yet into the bone mar- 
row. Good news. 


*** Defamation equals Hate 
Speech around the world. Montana 
takes a step to introduce it to Amer- 
ica. Its broad defamation statute 
reads in part: ...“defamatory mat- 
ter is anything that exposes a person 
or a group, class, or association to 
hatred, contempt, ridicule, degrada- 
tion, or disgrace in society or injury 
to the person’s or its business or oc- 
cupation.” And anyone who “com- 
municates any defamatory matter to 
a third person without the consent 
of the person defamed commits the 
offense of criminal defamation.” 
Angela Merkel would probably ap- 
prove. forum.codoh.com/viewtopic. 
php?f=2&t=9770 


*** Today Paloma drove me to 
the VA in Mission Valley where I 
had an appointment with a psychia- 
trist. It was because I have been us- 
ing a sleeping pill for the past three 
or four years and my new primary- 
care doc thought it suspicious. In the 
event, Paloma was there to push the 
wheelchair as well. The form I was 
asked to fill out before I saw the psy- 
chiatrist had to do almost entirely 
with alcoholism. It just didn’t apply 
to me. I told Dr. Richer that when 
I was in his office and he simply 
folded the questionnaire in half and 
dropped it in his wastepaper basket. 

He then began asking me simple 
questions about my family and 
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what I do, and we came to the point 
where I said I was still working as 
an unsuccessful literary writer. He 
thought that amusing and bit by 
bit we got into what I write, and it 
wasn’t long before two issues were 
introduced into the conversation. 
The fact that I had come to doubt, 
after believing the story all my life, 
that the Germans used gas chambers 
for the mass murder of Jews. He 
found that very difficult to deal with. 
I impressed on him that there is a 
taboo against talking about it, and 
with the introduction of the word 
“taboo” he came around, agreeing 
that such thoughts are indeed taboo. 

Then I introduced the subject of 
my most recent book, A Personal 
History of Moral Decay. He thought 
it was a wonderful title. He laughed. 
There was rather a lot of laughing as 
we talked. He questioned my use of 
the words “moral decay” to describe 
my own experience. I explained that 
the book was about my life before 
I discovered the gas-chamber story, 
and that, once I had discovered it and 
began to argue for a free exchange 
of ideas with regard to the historical 
question, I was condemned by all 
the best people everywhere as being 
morally corrupt. 

I gave him outlines of some of the 
stories in the book that are halluci- 
nogenic in nature, where I saw the 
Devil, where God made his pres- 
ence known to me as an hourglass 
one time and a ball of fire another. 
Where I saw myself walking on the 
floor of the ocean amid uniquely 
strange sights. Again, he was laugh- 
ing, asking questions. I related the 
incident in Korea when a Chinese 
infantryman came close to blow- 
ing off my right hand with a pota- 
to-masher hand grenade. He liked 
that story. He liked how, when the 
grenade landed in the dirt beside my 
face, the fuse smoking, I jumped off 


the side of the ridgeline not know- 
ing how far the drop would be. In 
the event, my rifle caught in a shrub, 
and when I was trying to pull it 
down toward me the grenade ex- 
ploded tearing up the hand. We had 
a fine exchange. In the end I asked 
him what he thought of such stuff. 
That I have been told that some of 
it is crazy. 

It took him a moment, then he 
said: “There’s phenomena, but no 
symptom.” 

Phenomena but no symptom! It 
was a concept I had never heard. I 
must have looked confused. There 
were a few moments of silence, then 
he said he would tell me a story. The 
story told of a man at the edge of 
a cliff being threatened by a tiger. 
The man jumped over the cliff and 
caught hold of a branch that was 
sticking out. Then he saw that a tiger 
was waiting for him below. Above 
him there was a tiger waiting. Be- 
low him a tiger waiting. What was 
he to do? At that moment he noticed 
a strawberry plant growing from 
the cliff-side. It had one very large 
strawberry. The man picked the 
strawberry and ate it. It was a juicy, 
delicious piece of fruit. 

Dr. Richer looked at me. I looked 
at him. 

“Bradley,” he said. “You don’t 
have to come back here for maybe 
six months.” 

I didn’t say anything. The brain 
was in a kind of happy stasis con- 
templating the strawberry. 

He sat back in his chair for a mo- 
ment without speaking. Then he 
said: “You don’t have to come back 
at all, Bradley. You’re good.” 

As Paloma was wheeling me out 
I told him I would send him a copy 
of my book. “Don’t worry,” I said. 
“You don’t have to read it.” 


*** Margaret Huffstickler writes: 
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“T think ‘Some of it happened, some 
of it didn’t’ (A line that I have at the 
top of my letterhead) is a wussy, 
counterproductive epigraph. What 
is ‘it’, anyway—the Holocaust? It 
didn’t happen, period. This epigraph 
starts the publication out in a defen- 
sive posture. I wonder who came up 
with it; it doesn’t seem like Bradley 
Smith’s style.” 

Margaret: We have to agree on 
a definition for “Holocaust” be- 
fore we say “it” happened or did 
not happen. There is no agreement, 
other than that of the True Believers. 
Even they have their differences. As 
do you and I. 


*** Hannover comments on Jett 
Rucker’s lead story in SR 215, “Be- 
ing Jewish: Remembering the Holo- 
caust.” 

“Whats Essential to Being Jew- 
ish? As if the world didnt already 
know. Its no stretch to say that Ju- 
daism IS the ‘holocaust’. Above all 
their religious relics, writings, wail- 
ing walls, stolen lands, and their 
violent apartheid state, etc., it’s the 
fraud of the ‘6 million & gas cham- 
bers’ that moves the Jewish mass- 


” 


es. 


*** A Buddhist Argument for why 
Free Speech is Fundamental. Greg 
Lukianoff is president of the Foun- 
dation for Individual Rights in Edu- 
cation (FIRE), which was founded 
in 1999 to defend ‘freedom of 
speech and sanctity of conscience’ 
on American campuses, those “es- 
sential qualities of liberty and dig- 
nity. He has written: 

“T always like to put the Buddhist 
argument for freedom of speech. 
Buddhists believe life is pain and 
they have a point. You do someone 
a tremendous disservice if you teach 
them that pain in life is a distortion 
of life. Because as soon as you start 
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seeing hurtful things as being aber- 
rations rather than part of normal 
human existence, then you start to 
see robust debate and disagreement 
as a distortion of the human experi- 
ence rather than a part of the human 
experience. When you have students 
graduating from college believing 
that it is really, really bad if they 
have their feelings hurt, you are 
crippling them, you are preventing 
them from being able to deal with 
everyday life and debate.’” 

Harvard professor Steven Pinker 
gave his speech titled “Why Free 
Speech Is Fundamental” at FIRE. 
(tinyurl.com/ooacgqp) We will 
point out here that neither Pinker 
nor Lukianoff has addressed the 
profound suffering experienced 
by masses of Jews when they hear 
questions being posed about the Ho- 
locaust. If only those who suffer so 
terribly would pay some attention to 
Buddha??? 

Which reminds me: 


“Before enlightenment, chop 
wood, draw water. After enlighten- 
ment, chop wood, draw water.” 

Or, roughly translated: 

“Before revisionism, be honest, 
look for truth. After revisionism, be 
honest, look for truth.” 


*** Pm being followed by the car- 
dio folk at the VA now. Conges- 
tive heart failure. Vascular surgery 
scheduled a CT scan of the throat 
arteries. The vascular-surgery doc, a 
young Chinese lady, mentioned ra- 
diation for the throat as a possibility. 
That was a couple weeks ago. Today 
I was back at the VA and was told 
the throat arteries have remained 
constant for the last two years. No 
emergency for the time being. 
*** Rafi Farber, the Jewish 
Libertarian Anarchist, writes to 
Smith: 

“The Holocaust is a Jewish issue. 


It has nothing to do with you. There- 


fore I dont care what you say about 
it, as much as I dont give a crap 
about your personal opinion on 
the Machlokes Rava Abayey in the 
Gemara Bava Basra 65A. Whats 
Smith 5 psak on the issue 377 27017 
T20? Does Smith hold by the Tana 
Kama or (79977 378°? 

Rafi, caught up in his Jewishness, 
blindsides himself. The Holocaust 
narrative is not a Jewish story. It’s 
a story about Germans and Jews 
together—forever. Rafi says he 
doesn’t care what I say about the 
Holocaust, but he can’t stand the 
thought of considering any question 
about it. He is a True Believer on the 
one hand, and a Taboo Artist on the 
other. And that, in fact, is how the 
received account of the Holocaust is 
preserved in mass media and in aca- 
demia. True Belief and/or Taboo, 
the two faces of our finest profes- 
sors and intellectual paragons. 

Until next time, 
Bradley 
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The Holocaust in the Palm 
of Your Hand 


by Jett Rucker 


ts a gas valve—no doubt about 

that to anyone (apparently there 
are very few of us) who has ever 
put a wrench to a gas pipe. It would 
have controlled a flow of natural gas 
or other gaseous fuel to a burner in 
an oven or a furnace the way mil- 
lions of such devices do every day 
in homes, offices and factories all 
over the world. 

But wait! What’s 
this? Clearly stamped 
into the side of the 
casting? It cant be. 
But yet ... there it is, 
plain as day with all 
four of its crooked 
arms: a _ swastika! 
Could this be a Nazi 
gas valve? What could 
make it a Nazi gas 
valve? Could it have 
regulated the gas being 
fed to the furnace of 
one of the crematoria 
in which the Germans 
are said to have burnt 
up the bodies of mil- 


just killed? Would that have inspired 
the supplier of the valve to stamp the 
symbol of the German National So- 
cialist Workers’ Party into the side 
of the valve, neatly and squarely? 
Would the Nazis buying the valve, 
in how many millions of units, have 
specified that their fearsome rune be 
emblazoned on a mere fuel valve? 
If not, could the valve have had an 


‘It’s capitalism at its worst': Nazi gas 
chamber valve and slave collar among 
items hawked at Florida auction 


lions of Jews they had 


www.rawstory.com atrocity propaganda 


Subscription Renewals 


This issue of Smiths Report has a 
letter included asking most of you 
print edition subscribers to please 
consider renewing their subscrip- 
tion. This is a new approach for us. 
In the past, Smiths Report was based 
not on subscriptions, but on whoev- 
et had recently donated some con- 
siderable amount to CODOH and/ 
ot Bradley Smith. If you wonder 
what “recently” and “considerable” 
means in this context, we must ad- 
mit that we don’t know. 

Going forward, however, we need 
a well-defined way of handling our 
newsletter. For the first time we have 
a database which links payments and 
donations to your subscription of 
Smiths Report. Once your payments 
and/or donations do no longer 
covet the fee due, we will send you a 
polite reminder to please renew your 
subscription or your pledge. 

As indicated before, lacking any 
past payment data linked to your SR 
subscriptions, we gave every sub- 
sctiber five free SR issues starting 
with #214. This will run out with 
the next, upcoming issue. We there- 
fore ask you to please renew your 
subscription and/or your support 
effort now, so that we can plan the 
future of Smiths Report. 

The Trustees 
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even-more-evil purpose? 
It clearly regulates gas 


The name CRANE — is the adopted marking which will distinguish nearly 
ais Oh, no! The thought goods made by this Company 
7 lvi Exeeptions to the above markings are as follows 
of poison gas va ving Brass Goods such as Steam, Gas and Water Cocks are marked CC. 
i j Standard lines of Malleable and Cast Iron Screwed Fittings and Forged Steel 
through to the quiver’ Serowe i ittings are marked € 
lungs of millions of inno- Certain other goods such as Unions, Union Elbows and ‘Tees, in 
š " mark C, have specific markings, viz 
cent, suffocating Jewish CHICAGO. AMILAOAD, NAVY, ETC, 
babies and their mothers Cast Steel Valves and Cast Steel Flanged Fittings are marked 


is too much to bear. 
But not too much to pay 
for. In South Florida on 


Cast Stee 


£ 
on the other 


Ser 


DISTINGUISHING MARKS 


CRANE 
STEEL 


HR 


owed Fittings are marked with CRANE or C on 


sddition to 


ones 


vide: and A 


to positively identify the 
little valve as the product 
of the American Crane 
Steel Company—ways 
that don’t occur to people 
hell-bent on claiming it as 
proof of German deprav- 
ity and aren’t revealed by 
the auctioneer or anyone 
else standing to make a 
little profit at the expense 


all 


the 


October 11, Jay Sugar- 


http://unitedvalve.com/industry-information/historical-valve/ 


of zealots and fools. The 


man Auctioneers offered 
up the very valve, one 
side of which can be seen in the 
photograph above, for sale in their 
“Ultimate Evil Historical Auction” 
(www.jaysugarman.com/past-auc- 
tions) along with other mementos 
of evil such as purported Ku Klux 
Klan robes, daggers, prison corre- 
spondence of serial killers and other 
fetishes contrived to stimulate the 
perfervid imaginations of people 
susceptible to that sort of thrill (and 
willing and able to pay for it). 

But that valve! Aside from be- 
ing a real gas valve, was it really 
stamped with a swastika die by its 
manufacturer? Yes, it was, as will be 
shown below. Were there others like 
it? Yes, there were, thousands and 
thousands of them, and a number of 
them can still be found in collectors’ 
(and auctioneers’) hands. 

So, is it fake? The answer is no. Is 
it real? The answer to that depends 
on what you mean by “real.” Was 
it used by Nazis for killing Jews? 
No. Was it used by Nazis for kill- 
ing anyone? No. Was it used by Na- 
zis for cremating anyone? No. Was 
it used by Nazis for anything? No. 
Was it made for, or by Nazis? No. 
Did Nazis ever have anything to do 
with it? No. It should be possible 
to answer the “is it fake?” question 
from all this. The auctioneer, as auc- 
tioneers will do, takes care to imbue 
the harmless, once-useful device 
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with as great an aura of evil as he 
possibly can, the better to separate 
the gullible or sensation-prone from 
their money. 

Separating the gullible or sensa- 
tion-prone from their money. This 
sounds like a lot of rackets, includ- 
ing the stupendous one on the body 
of which J. Sugarman’s (notice the 
name change?) little scam repre- 
sents but the tiniest, least-harmful 
of warts. Yes, if indoctrination in 
gruesome images, staggering num- 
bers, and inviolate taboo over the 
past seventy years had not already 
inculcated the most-horrific fairy 
tales imaginable in the minds of the 
vast majority of Westerners, that 
harmless American gas valve could 
not be passed off as anything but the 
little chunk of scrap metal it actu- 
ally is. But here in Sugarman’s play- 
ground, as a result of an immortal 
propaganda campaign kicked off in 
World War II, it’s easy not only to 
mulct the impressionable of small 
bits of change such as Sugarman 
parted with his genocidal treasure 
for, but also to tax and fine people 
born long after the end of the Ho- 
locaust for billions of dollars and to 
transfer that to countries and organi- 
zations that claim to use it in behalf 
of Holocaust “survivors” or their 
children, or their friends, or some- 
one, anyway. 

There are two easy, obvious ways 
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first, and least-technical 
(fable mongers hate tech- 
nical) would be to turn the valve 
over to the side not shown in the 
photograph and scrape off the layers 
of paint, rust and crud to reveal the 
name (see picture) of Crane cast into 
the far side of the moon. 

The other way, never even ad- 
duced by the numerous commenters 
defending and attacking the notion 
of the gizmo’s Nazi origins, would 
be to identify the many threaded 
portions of the valve, both those in- 
ternal to the piece and those used for 
connecting pipes to the valve (the 
poor thing does nothing at all if it 
isn’t connected to something else, 
after all). There seem to be few en- 
gineers or mechanics drawn to this 
subject, it would seem. If more en- 
gineers or even just mechanics like 
me were drawn to these subjects, 
we’d have more Arthur Butzes, 
Fritz Bergs, Germar Rudolfs, Wolf- 
gang Frohlichs, and Fred Leuchters 
laughing at the holy Holocaust scrip- 
tures, or doing so publicly rather 
than in secret as they now must do. 
It’s notable indeed how many scien- 
tists and engineers are to be found 
among Holocaust revisionists, and 
how few among those promoting 
the creed. 

Let’s say we’re going to incor- 
porate this treasure into a genu- 
ine, working, full-scale model of a 
gas chamber, or a crematortum—it 
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doesn’t matter which. We’re going 
to take this baby back to its notional 
“home” in Germany and hook it 
up to real German pipes such as it 
would have been used with, “vin- 
tage” pipe left over from the Thirties 
or Forties, if possible ... 

Well, let’s clean up those painted, 
rusty threads and screw them right 
into our carefully selected and re- 
stored pipes and fittings, then, shall 
we? 

Well? 

They won t. They don t fit! What’s 
wrong here? Why can’t I make my 
gas chamber/crematorium out of all 
this authentic German stuff? The 
answer is (obviously to anyone who 
ever fixes plumbing, or anything 
that screws on and screws off) is: the 
thread isn’t German—it isn’t met- 
ric, like what the Germans, French, 
Poles and Russians have been using 
for over a hundred years, and even 
the British finally switched over to 
in the Seventies. 

Well, what does fit those damned 
threads (technicalities, technicali- 
ties)? Back where Sugarman was 
hawking this fool’s gold, in Ameri- 
ca, all the pipes and fittings are NPT 
(National Pipe Thread; tinyurl.com/ 
nr3xdv8), a standard denominated 
in inches and used there for over a 
hundred years even while the rest of 
the world was switching over to that 
goofy metric system they use. Do 
these NPT fittings fit? I don’t know; 
I don’t even know for sure that the 
metric fittings would not fit, but I do 
know that American manufacturers 
of pipe, fittings, and things that con- 
nect to them like valves, did not use 
the metric system of threading, and 
have used standards from which to- 
day’s NSP was derived for a long, 
long time. I think American fittings 
would fit just fine, but if they didn’t, 
its still possible, with common 
workshop tools and tables of data to 
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measure threads and identify them 
without fitting anything to them. 
And that innocent little valve has 
threads, like the one holding the nut 
over the spring at the bottom of the 
stem, that don’t connect to anything 
external to the valve. If you take 
the valve apart (easy with a 3/8” 
— or 10-millimeter — hex wrench), 
you can identify that thread, too. 
Manufacturers in America—or Ger- 
many, or China—don’t just make 
up their own threads, especially 
where the threads on their products 
have to mate with the threads of 
other products. They use “standard” 
threads—threads for which the tool- 
ing (threads do have to be made, 
every time) is cheaply available 
where the manufacturer is (tinyurl. 
com/mjqnutv)—wherever they can, 
which is most of the time. This is 
just reality—a kind of reality that 
does not appeal to those who wish 
to transcend reality in the service of 
myths and horror stories they find it 
profitable to disseminate among the 
lowing, trusting, ignorant masses. 
So, we’ve got our valve in and 
hooked up, and flowing some harm- 
less test gas—say, air—and the 
whole piping system is ... Ameri- 
can. So, what have we got, an Amer- 
ican genocidal gas chamber? Wait a 
minute, it was the Germans who de- 
signed, built and operated genocidal 
gas chambers (or crematoria), not 
the Americans! And the Germans 
didn’t even have American piping 
systems, nor would they have used 
them. Something’s terribly wrong, 
here. Ah, fugeddaboudit—it’s a 
technicality. No one will notice. No 
one will even care. Thread, shmead. 
And that’s the entire Holocaust 
phenom in a nutshell, or a valve, 
that you can easily hold in the palm 
of your hand. It’s real, it happened, 
it was made with a swastika. But it’s 
fake, too. There were no gas cham- 
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bers; fewer than a million died, and 
fewer still deliberately killed; and 
the Nazis, for all their terrible mis- 
chief, never set out to kill Jews just 
because they were Jews. The valve 
wasn’t made in Germany, and no 
Nazi ever laid eyes on it, much less 
a hand. But it’s real; yes, “it” really 
happened, and a great deal of it was 
deliberate, or otherwise culpable. 
And innocent babies and their moth- 
ers did die, in great numbers. 

Above all, there’s money to be 
made, here—tiny amounts like con 
artists like Sugarman garner from 
his credulous bidders, and billions 
upon billions such as the US tax- 
payer involuntarily showers upon 
Israel each year and the reparations 
payments Germans have been mak- 
ing since before most of them of 
today were even born. And Israel’s 
depredations upon the territory and 
peoples of its neighbors continue to 
be supported by most of the West’s 
governments even after the atroci- 
ties visited upon the previous inhab- 
itants of Israel’s original places in 
Palestine. 

The Holocaust remains a terrible 
thing in our present day—quite as 
terrible as it ever was, aside from 
whether its scale today is greater or 
lesser than the scale of the earlier 
events was. 

The only defense against it, and it 
is only a partial defense, bought at 
the expense of assiduous attention 
and the experience of deep disap- 
proval and mindless condemna- 
tion, is alertness, skepticism, and 
a relentlessly open frame of mind. 
These, fortunately, besides liberat- 
ing oneself of oppressive burdens 
of conscience and misapprehension, 
carry their own rewards in many 
fields beyond the plague of Holo- 
caustery that today so thoroughly 
saturates our culture. 
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ord Greville Janner, 27-year 

former member of Britain’s 
House of Commons, is best known 
for having spearheaded the foun- 
dation of that country’s Holocaust 
Education Trust, which sees to the 
thorough—and thoroughly extermi- 
nationist—teaching of “Holocaust 
history” to all the children in all the 
schools in the British Isles. He also 
has been president of the Board of 
Deputies of British Jews, the ADL 
of the United Kingdom, and has oth- 
erwise led a public life full 


He Loves Children 


by Jett Rucker 


a pace that the defendant may hope 
to end up being judged after he has 
gone on for his Final Judgment. 

In view of the recent prosecu- 
tion of Oskar Groening over on the 
other side of the Holocaust, and its 
outcome of a four-year jail term 
for the 94-year-old whose “crimes” 
were committed entirely in the line 
of duty, the “finding of facts” pro- 
cedure faced by Britain’s most- 
eminent Jew is much more-benign: 
even if all allegations are found true, 


young minds with lifelong effects, 
if anything, still more-deleterious 
upon them. 

Today, Not-Honorable Lord Jan- 
ner again calls upon his deceptive 
talents as he persuades actual panels 
of doctors (tinyurl.com/newp3kk) 
that he is now so irretrievably de- 
mented that he cannot be subjected 
to the indignity of being present at 
the adjudication of his guilt. Aside 
from easily feigned goofy behavior 
at a hearing in September, he has also 
arranged for photographs 


of distinction, honor, and 
powerful support for virtu- 
ous causes. 

After a struggle of at least 
24 years (since 1991) to sup- 
press them, sordid details of 
his private life seem about 
to be made public (tinyurl. 
com/phnn42b) in a way 
most unflattering to the au- 
gust image of Baron Janner 
of Braunstone, whose Jew- 


Holocaust 


Lord Greville Janner (tinyurl.com/prnkf2p) 


ucatiorl 


(tinyurl.com/oque8hz) to be 
published that clearly sug- 
gest his unfitness for the 
slightest level of cerebra- 
tion. Could his be but the lat- 
est of the staged, altered, and 
misrepresented trove of pho- 
tography used to prove the 
occurrence of events that re- 
ally were not like that at all? 
Unfortunately, the general 
public has as yet not awak- 


ish father immigrated to 
Britain in 1892 from what was part 
of the Russian Empire at the time. 
After a series of increasingly des- 
perate and obvious cover-up efforts 
culminated in an excusal from pros- 
ecution based on the 87-year-old’s 
diagnosed Alzheimer’s disease and 
dementia, a review process initiated 
by some of his victims resulted in 
the unprecedented reversal of that 
excusal by a QC (Queen’s Counsel). 
The public presentation of evidence, 
and the lord’s defense against it, be- 
gan August 7 at Westminster Mag- 
istrates’ Court. Preliminary reports 
of the complainants’ plans indicate 
that evidence for nine victims on 
22 occasions will be presented. But 
the matter is dragging along at such 
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no Guilty verdict is pronounced, 
and sentences are limited to parole 
or involuntary hospitalization. And 
87-year-old Lord Janner almost beat 
the rap entirely on the score of his 
age (and alleged mental condition). 

If only to avoid becoming known 
as Lord Bugger, Lord Janner with 
the assistance of his co-religionists 
in powerful and sensitive posi- 
tions throughout the British power 
structure covered up, papered over, 
denied and hid all implications as 
to the peer’s depredations upon de- 
fenseless children. This, even while 
he was erecting his odious Holo- 
caust Education Trust, an institution 
whose business it is to foist pre- 
cisely such tactics upon vulnerable 
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ened to the tradition that the 
peer’s on-camera antics reprise in 
the present day. 

Lord Janner’s talents for enjoy- 
able deception transcend even those 
one might with confidence assume 
to be requisite for a successful bar- 
rister, member of Parliament, and 
life peer: it seems he is an accom- 
plished magician to boot, and prac- 
ticed his trade most generously at 
numerous orphanages in and around 
his Leicester constituency. It was 
in connection with one of those 
homes, whose manager, one Frank 
Beck, received five consecutive life 
sentences for sexual abuse of his 
charges, that allegations first arose 
of certain magic tricks the peer-to- 
be performed in his bedroom for 
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specially selected audiences of one 
(at a time). 

As for the more-public side of 
Lord Janner’s crimes—those for 
which he will, far from being 
charged with them, be praised and 
admired no matter the outcome of 
the present inquiry—he was too 
young by one or two years to serve 
in World War II, so he rode out the 
war quite safely in Canada. Once 
the Germans had been thoroughly 
beaten, however, he charged into 
Germany with the occupying British 
forces at the quintessentially mili- 
tary age of 18. There, he was part of 


the Jewish revenge squad launched 
from the United Kingdom to join 
similarly composed squads from the 
US, France, the Soviet Union, and 
likely other countries to assist the 
victors’ grinding their heels in the 
faces of the defeated Germans, a 
project whose continuation one may 
readily discern in the particulars of 
his career even after his triumphal 
return to his native land in 1948. He 
can claim thereby to have acquired 
his “knowledge” of the Holocaust 
firsthand at least as to place if not as 
to the critical element of time. 

It will probably never occur to 


persons in a position to deal with 
the matter to try to mitigate the harm 
done by Lord Janner’s Holocaust 
Education Trust to truth and inter- 
national comity. But at least, finally, 
it appears that the harm done by his 
other activities may come to light 
in a manner that could shed much- 
needed light upon the character of 
the man, and at least some of his 
deeds. 

With the travesty that befell David 
Irving in the Queen’s courts in 2000, 
all those who cherish justice can do 
at this point is cross our fingers, and 
hope against hope. 


Irving v. Lipstadt Trial for Movie Theaters, Part III 


(...continued from SR 216) 


As Judge Gray wrote: 

“Although Irving spent hardly any 
time in his cross-examination of van 
Pelt on the evidence that gassing 
took place elsewhere at Auschwitz, 
it is the Defendants’ case that gas- 
sing took place in other gas cham- 
bers, notably at crematorium 3.” 

Irving’s main objections were the 
Leuchter Report and the lack of any 
holes in the roof of Morgue 1, Kre- 
ma II. 


The Leuchter Report 

Again Irving was overwhelmed 
by the Defense’s expert witnesses. 
Judge Gray wrote: 

“Irving was unable to controvert 
the evidence of Dr Roth that the re- 
sults on which Leuchter relied had 
effectively no validity.” 

Gray continued: 

“What is more significant is that 
Leuchter assumed, wrongly as Ir- 
ving agreed, that a greater concen- 
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by David Merlin 


tration of cyanide would have been 
required to kill humans than was 
required to fumigate clothing. In 
fact the concentration required to 
kill humans is 22 times less than is 
required for fumigation purposes... 
Irving was constrained to accept 
Leuchter 5 false assumption vitiated 
his conclusion. ” 

Irving was unaware that there 
was a vast difference between the 
amount of cyanide gas need to kill 
one person (120mg/m?), and the 
amount needed to kill a roomful of 
people in minutes. The believer-re- 
searcher Jean-Claude Pressac calcu- 
lated the amount of cyanide gas that 
would have been used in the “gas 
chamber,”: “Concentration used in 
homicidal gassing in Birkenau: 12g/ 
m? (1%), or 40 times the lethal (or 
mortal) dose.” Hence Leuchter’s 
assumption was correct, but Irving 
missed it. 

Leuchter’s findings had been 
replicated by a brilliant researcher, 
Germar Rudolf. But Judge Gray 
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ruled that Rudolf’s, “report was not 
produced at the trial so it is impos- 
sible for me to assess its evidential 
value.” 


Holes in the Roof of Morgue 1 at 
Crematorium 2? 

Judge Gray framed the question as 
follows: 

“Irving argues that there is no evi- 
dence of the presence of the chim- 
neys or ducts by means of which, on 
the Defendants’ case, Zyklon-B pel- 
lets were poured down from the roof 
of morgue l into the gas chamber 
below (where the Defendants claim 
most of the deaths occurred). ” 

During the trial Irving made an at- 
tempt at showing the present state of 
the roof of the morgue by showing a 
photograph, 

“of the underside of the concrete 
roof and you can see—exactly, my 
Lord—you can see the condition of 
the concrete roof underneath this 
messy slab is in. You can see the 
wooden markings on the concrete 
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where formwork was all these years 
ago when they built crematorium 
No. 2 in Auschwitz. You can appreci- 
ate that if there had been those holes 
in the roof, which are the cardinal 
linchpin of the Defense in this ac- 
tion, they would have been found by 
now. This is, by the way, the origin 
of the Revisionist slogan, No Holes, 
No Holocaust.” 

At the trial, Van Pelt admitted 
that no vent holes could be found 
in the roof and nervously fumbled 
around claiming the Germans might 
have concreted the holes up or the 
holes were buried under rubble, or 
that they had disappeared over time. 
But Irving did not rebut these vari- 
ous explanations either by a more 
detailed analysis of the roof or even 
by showing that no vent holes were 
shown in the German construction 
records. (For example Drawing 
2197 of March 1943.) Judge Gray 
was able to find: 

“In my view van Pelt is right in 
his opinion that it is after so many 
years difficult to verify whether or 
not holes at one time existed in a 
roof which collapsed as long ago as 
1944. It is unclear how much of the 
roof can be seen in the photograph 
on which Irving relies. The roof is 
in a bad state, so that it is hard to 
tell if there were holes in it. There 
is a possibility that the holes were 
backfilled.” 

Again, Irving was not prepared. 


Lipstadt’s Arguments in History 
on Trial 

It is interesting to leave the trial 
judgment and examine some of Lip- 
stadt’s arguments about the alleged 
gas chambers given in her book. One 
needs to remember that the earliest 
presentation of the large collection 
of German construction documents 
was in Jean-Claude Pressac’s 1989 
work Auschwitz: Technique and Op- 
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eration of the Gas Chambers, pub- 

lished in French and English by The 

Beate Klarsfeld Foundation. Van 

Pelt seems to have copied/repeated 

what Pressac had found. The best 

work on the subject today is Carlo 

Mattogno’s The Real Case for Aus- 

chwitz, a must-read for anyone who 

wishes to understand the debate. 
The matter is complicated because 

Lipstadt is repeating arguments 

made by Van Pelt, who, in turn, is 

repeating facts reported by Pressac. 

However, since the subject of Deni- 

al is Lipstadt’s battle to “defend the 

veracity of historical facts,” it seems 
fair play to fact-check Lipstadt. 

Correcting Lipstadt’s distortions re- 

quires the review of documents on 

what was known to have been built, 
so only two of Lipstadt’s claims are 
addressed: 

1. that the construction plans for the 
cremation buildings and morgues 
were “secret,” and 

2. the significance of the corpse chute. 


1. Secret Plans 

Lipstadt claims that the modifi- 
cations to the crematorium plans 
were “something unique” and hid- 
den from the normal drafters of the 
plans: 

“Why, Robert Jan wondered, such 
strict secrecy, if the buildings were 
just morgues? ” 

The question is really: How could 
Lipstadt or Van Pelt make such a 
claim if they read what Pressac 
wrote? 

“With a covering letter of 2nd 
August 1942 [Document 1], Huta 
was sent ten Bauleitung drawings 
of the building. All of these have 
survived, except for drawing 1341 
of the doors and dormer windows. 
This letter, signed by the head of 
the Bauleitung Bischoff, and signed 
on receipt on 4th August by a Huta 
person (left-hand signature), is ma- 
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terial proof that, contrary to what 
was thought after the war, there was 
nothing secret about the drawings 
of Crematorium II, for they were 
sent to a civilian firm with no par- 
ticular instructions. |...] 

The Huta number 7015/IV was 
inscribed on two Bauleitung draw- 
ings: 936 (Elevations) [Document 
3] and 980 (Roof frame). This irre- 
futably confirms that Huta s civilian 
employees, who were perfectly free 
to talk of their work outside, were 
fully conversant with the drawings 
of Crematorium IT, and studied them 
carefully, as proved by the static 
studies carried out. In the face of 
such evidence, it is difficult to go on 
talking about ‘secrecy’.” (tinyurl. 


com/gepp7rd) 


2. The Corpse Chute 

“Robert Jan also took note of what 
had been removed from the original 
plans. There had been a concrete 
slide on the side of the building... It 
had been replaced with a staircase. 
This was presented as proof of a 
sinister plan since it meant that the 
corpses would have “walked into 
the morgue.” 

This argument was specifically re- 
ferred to by Judge Gray. 

Van Pelt was looking at a general 
and undefined plan, Drawing 2003. 
The corpse chute appears in the 
latter, though, Drawing Set 2791. 
What Van Pelt also ignores is that 
the corpse chute was built in both 
Krema II and III. Not only was the 
chute built, but it would have inter- 
fered with passage of people from 
the “undressing room” (Morgue 2) 
to Morgue 1, the alleged gas cham- 
ber. Pressac writes: 

“This drawing was made at a time 
when work on Crematorium II was 
well advanced, and the main struc- 
ture was completed, so only part of 
the modifications were actually re- 
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alized in the building. The stairway 
was built, as can still be seen in the 
ruins, but the corpse chute was also 
built, no doubt because it was al- 
ready in place when drawing 2003 
was made. (tinyurl.com/tv699) 

and 

“The corpse chute was built in 
Krematorium J and can still be 
seen in the ruins. As in Krematori- 
um J, it was closed off by a wooden 
wall (Bauleitung order of 0/4/43, 
completed by the DAW workshops 
on 14/4/43).” (tinyurl.com/plybdt5) 


The Judgment 
The defendants peppered their trial 
presentation with similar misstate- 


ments of facts, and, to be fair to 
David Irving, it required detailed 
knowledge to spot the defendants’ 
many distortions. Worst of all, Ir- 
ving did not bring any experts to 
trump Van Pelt, scholars like Ger- 
mar Rudolf, Jiirgen Graf or Carlo 
Mattogno. 

Judge Gray’s ruling on Auschwitz 
was generally reasonable given the 
(lack of) evidence Irving had pre- 
sented. He came to the /rving v. Pen- 
guin case with a string of prior-de- 
terminative court decisions and the 
doctrine of Stare Decisis to direct 
him (determining points in litiga- 
tion based on precedent). Given the 
politics and common information of 


the matter, it would have been hard 
for Gray to find other than he did. 
As he wrote: 

“T have to confess that, in common 
I suspect with most other people, I 
had supposed that the evidence of 
mass extermination of Jews in the 
gas chambers at Auschwitz was 
compelling. I have, however, set 
aside this preconception when as- 
sessing the evidence adduced by the 
parties in these proceedings.” 

He seemed to consider Irving’s 
points, but only when presented 
with ample evidence. On the matter 
of Auschwitz, it was the defendants’ 
experts who presented evidence. 

David Merlin, CODOH 


This Is What CODOH Should Do 
Feedback from SR Readers 


Below we reprint a number of re- 
actions to last issue's call for input 
regarding CODOH 8 future. We re- 
ceived too many to print them all 
here, and we had to shorten most to 
get their gist into this issue. We will 
post all reactions in their entirety in 
the online edition of SR. 

My comments are inserted after 
some entries in italics.—GR 


We are of course fortunate to have 
an academic researcher on the 
codoh team, and your work has 
been extraordinarily fine. 

However, more research is not 
what is needed most now. Please 
check out my vid at youtu.be/acPfP- 
G457ew. It begins .... 

“The holocaust is a preposterous 
hoax unsupported by any physical 
evidence. It is made up of literally 
millions of lies, but it all rests on 
one ‘big lie’, that big lie is the focus 
of this video.” 
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Study this video closely. This is 
what’s needed, a comprehensive 
presentation of the ongoing hoax, 
not a detailed analysis of what did 
and didn’t happen in the camps. 

The vid addresses the two very 
good reasons why every person in 
the US believes the hoax: 

1. the photos of Jews gassed by 
the Nazis being bulldozed into mass 
graves; 

2. the fact that every academic 
historian to a man/woman save Ar- 
thur Butz says that it did happen. 

[...] So, should you do propagan- 
da? Yes, there is nothing else. There 
is no pressing need to show that the 
thing is a hoax, that has been per- 
fectly evident from the very begin- 
ning and fully documented since 
Butz’s book. 

And you should do more than pro- 
paganda. Propaganda alone is clear- 
ly totally ineffective. 
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Organization is needed. Suppose 
there were a codoh group in my 
hometown. We could picket the ho- 
lohoax museum that is located here 
(St. P, FL). This is what you should 
be doing, organizing to picket hoax 
museums. Picketing the USHMM 
would be HUGE... every day... 
someone out there handing out leaf- 
lets. The Jews would go ballistic... 
Those are my thoughts. 

Anon. 


Indeed, publishing more books ex- 
ploring every nook and cranny of 
the story is hardly attracting any- 
one. I cant even claim that I like 
doing it. Yet still, it needs to be done. 

However, I agree that a picture is 
worth a thousand words, hence put- 
ting a focus on video documentaries 
is definitely what CODOH will be 
doing. 

I must disagree, though, that giv- 
ing a video the title “Introduction to 
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the Holohoax” and starting it with 
the words “The Holocaust Big Lie” 
is going to win anyone over who 
isnt already listening anyway. We 
need a more didactic approach. 

Picketing museums: We’ll get 
back to you about that. Maybe we 
can win you over to organize this? 
—GR 


Greetings, One thing that I’ve 
found very frustrating about every 
revisionist organization I’ve ever 
approached, and I’ve approached 
them all, is the general disregard 
of the fate of jailed revisionists 
and thought criminals languishing 
in prisons and jails in Europe and 
elsewhere. I see that Vincent Rey- 
nouard’s plight is reported on in 
thee current issue of Smith s Report, 
but I don’t ever recall the newslet- 
ter ever publishing a list of contact 
information for other revisionists 
in jail or under indictment. I think a 
permanent spot in the Report should 
include an updated list of all jailed 
revisionists for people who wish to 
send them support—financial or just 
a postcard to let them know they are 
not forgotten. This is important es- 
pecially as the Christmas/New Year 
approaches. 
Please help me collect and publicize 
whatever contact information for 
all persons in prison for historical 
thought crimes, or crimes related to 
this wherever they may be. Charles 
Krafft Society for a Five Minute 
Moratorium on Holocaust Hubub 
Seattle, WA USA. 

Charles Krafft 


We’ll institute that right away. We 
even create a position “CODOH— 
Civil Rights” and put Charles in 
charge of it (if he agrees)!—GR 


I agree with you, Revisionism is 
spinning its wheels, we will never 
win the propaganda war, and with- 
out that, nobody of any standing 
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will join in. I don’t know what the 
answer is, but for a while now I 
have advanced the suggestion that 
we look at the History of Germany, 
starting with the build-up to WWI 
and the lies told then (and now). 
WWII was merely a continuation of 
WWI as Matthias Rogg, director of 
the military museum in Dresden al- 
most admits (tinyurl.com/oywtava). 

Also, Hitler worship is a hin- 
drance. [...] 

Good luck to all of youat CODOH. 

Regards 


Wilfried Heink 


I’m a relative newbie to revision- 
ism—less than a decade—and have 
an overview. I have blogged about 
the Holocaust situation several 
times, as I am an author and investi- 
gative blogger. [...] 

If free speech is the only/primary 
goal of the new CODOH, I’m sad- 
dened a little but respect your judg- 
ment call for being able to speak 
publicly about a subject [which] 
is only one aspect of truthseeking. 
If it includes developing logic and 
truthseeking skills, however, then 
you have hit my hot-buttons. If the 
Holocaust is still the only/primary 
topic, then sure I’d accept that but 
would consider your work will miss 
the real mark, for the Holocaust is 
actually only ONE subject of truth- 
seeking, albeit a biggie of course. 

I am an author and investigative 
blogger with a long history in the IT 
fields [...]. 

As an outsider and an analyst, I 
view CODOH as an interest group 
peddling one story, which is highly 
contested and for 99.9% of people 
in the too-hard basket. As an experi- 
enced truthseeker I recognize a story 
when I start asking basic questions 
as I do when I meet openness, integ- 
rity, logic and honesty. Most people 
though are NOT experienced in this 
area and those that DO ask ques- 
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tions mostly do not want to know 
the truth when they find it. [...] 

It’s not that they cannot smell BS, 
nor that they can’t recognize truth 
but it is their notably lacking capac- 
ity to know how to validate varying 
claims/opinions. It’s at crisis/chron- 
ic levels, if you ask me [...]. 

Ironically, the one country from 
which this is most clearly lacking 
in the hundreds of people I have 
pass through my home is Germany. 
Your testbed, yardstick, target mar- 
ket should be the young adults from 
within German schooling in terms 
of applying logic into truthseeking. 
It’s not the nationality (for a recent 
German lad schooled in France was 
relatively immune from this) but it 
is the schooling process and content. 

Put another way, if whatever 
CODOH does in the future can reach 
and touch the part of the young/ma- 
turing German brain so that it can: 

1. Understand the process of truth- 
seeking 

2. Apply pure logic 

3. Understand validation of fact 

THEN you will have my endorse- 
ment for your future activities, be- 
cause I then know that you’ve got 
the right mix in your agenda. [...] 

So, I’m in the dark on what YOU 
want for CODOH, but I know HOW 
to achieve people’s goals and am 
available to help with strategy and 
being a sounding board. [...] 

Regards 

Dennis A. Smith 


CODOH’S name defines its mission: 
Advocating a free exchange of ideas 
in the area where that exchange is 
most threatened in western societ- 
ies: The Holocaust narrative. Of 
course the Holocaust is embedded in 
a larger historical and societal/psy- 
chological context, and that needs 
to be addressed as well. Teaching 
people how to search for the truth— 
epistemology—is one of my favorite 
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subjects, so I’m all ears.—GR 


Considering the lock that our orga- 
nized opponents have on society, 
[...] a new or revised strategy must 
be wisely chosen. Stridency and 
provocation are usually self-defeat- 
ing, as it basically only feeds our 
opponents hatred and sense of re- 
solve. Therefore, all of these things 
considered, our ability to reach the 
captive, and already intellectually 
toxified general public, is terribly 
restricted, by conventional means 
anyway. 

I would advise flexibility. Contin- 
ue to publish the truth in scholarly 
books, as well as in concise, well 
written, affordably priced works, 
like the excellent book by Peter 
Winter [The Six Millions: Fact or 
Fiction? amzn.com/1499174926]. 
The more documentation, the better. 
As of now, however, the internet is 
the primary way to end-run the situ- 
ation and reach sentient people. The 
‘Net’ is a truly revolutionary tool, 
and it should be used to full advan- 
tage. For example, internet radio 
and video are a great means to reach 
curious and thinking people. 

By all means stay balanced and 
flexible, as things change, so must 
we. The death ride of the West may 
hopefully alter course at some point, 
and the truth ultimately reassert it- 
self. 


Best Regards, Gary 


I write in response to your recent 
plea for guidance from the revision- 
ist community. It is, in my opinion, 
a humble and sincere request. I will 
try to do it some justice. First, I will 
point to some existing barriers to the 
spread of revisionist ideas, which 
(so far as I know) have not gener- 
ally been recognized. 

The first one is that the revision- 
ists have always been in a position 
of proving a negative proposition. 
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It is nearly impossible to prove that 
gas chambers did not exist [...]. A 
true believer need only refuse to 
debate. [...] Why do the believers 
cling to their beliefs? Because they 
give comfort to the believer, and 
the skeptics have nothing to replace 
them. [...] 

Revisionism of the Ziindel-Ru- 
dolf-Faurisson variety has been 
focused on exposing defects in the 
standard story, chipping away at 
the foundations of the myth. This 
is all right and good; this important 
work needed to be done, and I tip 
my hat to those who did it. Nonethe- 
less, someone who reads everything 
published in Journal of the Histori- 
cal Review or The Revisionist will 
come away knowing only that what 
is printed in newspapers and report- 
ed on TV is not the truth, but they 
will have little to hold onto that tells 
them who told the lie, how they told 
it, why they told it, and so on. For 
example, the Rudolf Report put me 
onto the horns of a dilemma: it was 
impossible that gas chambers oper- 
ated at Auschwitz, and it was impos- 
sible that so many people (even the 
New York Times!) could be so wrong 
about something so important. Most 
people will back away from this kind 
of cognitive dissonance, and they do 
it by rejecting one of the dissonant 
messages—which brings us to the 
problem the revisionists have had 
lo these many decades: they have 
been trying to take away the crutch 
without offering anything to replace 
it. Not surprisingly, they have been 
treated like thieves by the very peo- 
ple they sought to enlighten. 

In my own thrashing about, I 
stumbled on a solution. My angle 
was to find a clear-cut case of de- 
liberate forgery of gas chamber 
evidence, and to find out who had 
perpetrated it and why. I chose the 
Dachau gas chamber, because it 
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was clearly a forgery, and it was 
done by someone in American of- 
ficial circles, which meant I could 
attack it through archival research. 
[...] I can name a few people who 
were knowingly involved with that 
forgery; I have names of many oth- 
ers who were associated with them 
and with other dodgy Holocaust 
evidence. More importantly, I feel 
that I understand the basic politi- 
cal dynamics working within the 
American system that drove part of 
the US government into producing 
the forgeries. The dilemma, in my 
mind, is solved; the Gordian knot 
is cut. I no longer have to choose 
which impossible thing to believe, 
because I know how the forgery 
was possible (at least in broad-brush 
strokes). [...] 

My point here is that revisionism 
should shift its focus from prov- 
ing that the gas chambers are lies, 
to unearthing and disseminating the 
truth about creation of the lie. [...] 
Our new direction should be to de- 
termine if it is a conscious and de- 
liberate forgery, and to identify the 
forgers if possible. [...] 

It is time that we set ourselves to 
writing what will amount to a com- 
plete and accurate intelligence and 
propaganda history of the war (to 
whatever extent that proves pos- 
sible). The forgers were men carried 
on the tide of human events who 
acted to deflect the currents of histo- 
ry and certainly did. Any complete 
accounting of the war will include 
their acts; any account of their acts 
will illuminate other events. [...] 
With the truth (or any part of it) in 
hand, we can offer people a better 
crutch, if you will. If we can offer 
people a better, more cogent pic- 
ture than the one they have, they 
will treat us like traders and not like 
thieves. The knowledge we glean 
will lead to more discoveries; the 
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pieces will knit together; a whole 
will grow from the parts. We can 
take the initiative in choosing what 
we want to study. [...] 

We should not waste our efforts 
debating our enemies. We have of- 
fered them an honest dialogue; they 
have responded by ignoring us. [...] 
More important, we do not need to 
talk to them. We do not need to care 
what Deborah Lipstadt thinks of us; 
we do not need to beg Christopher 
Browning to talk to us. We have 
spent decades fighting our enemies 
over their lies, now we should seek 
truths to share with those who will 
receive them. 

anon. 


That sounds fantastic! Can CODOH 

fund any further research of yours 
and the production of a book and 
documentary on that?—GR 


First, consideration might be giv- 
en to discontinuing publication of 
Smith's Report (SR). The scarce re- 
sources currently consumed by SR 
could be shifted to CODOH to beef 
up CODOH’s website or to support 
CODOH projects. 

Second, CODOH might consider 
substantially increasing the fre- 
quency of new postings on its web- 
site. This might include the types 
of things that currently appear in 
Smith's Report as well as book re- 
views/notices and news reports 
about current events related directly 
or indirectly to holocaust revision- 
ism. At present, the website con- 
tains superb holocaust revisionist 
resources but new postings are very 
infrequent. [...] 

Third, CODOH might support the 
production of quality videos like 
those that have been produced by 
Eric Hunt and Denierbud. [...] 

Sixth, CODOH should give up on 
the colleges and universities. They 
are a lost cause and they take up 
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time. I love Bradley Smith, but it 
seems to me that his attempt to con- 
verse with college and university 
folks has proven barren. [...] Cer- 
tainly, except for Arthur Butz, there 
are no academics in the western 
world who publicly pursue revision- 
ist work. If they do write revisionist 
stuff, they do so surreptitiously, like 
Samuel Crowell, Thomas Dalton, 
and Warren Routledge. Or if they do 
it openly, they do it once, like Nich- 
olas Kollerstrom. 

Seventh, consider organizing 
seminars, lectures, and conferences. 
Videotape them and put them on the 
internet. 

Eighth, CODOH might consider 
expanding its focus to “revisionism 
in general” rather than focus exclu- 
sively on holocaust revisionism. 
[aie] 

Ninth, CODOH might “pull in its 
claws” so as not to anger the other 
side [...]. How, exactly, would it be 
possible to “tone down” CODOH’s 
message without distorting history? 
One speaks the truth or one does 
not. Besides, if CODOH attempted 
to speak more “softly,” its followers 
would leave. I would. 

“Propaganda” suggests falseness. 
In my opinion, the most important 
reason, by far, for the undeniable, 
significant advances of holocaust 
revisionism over the past 30 years 
or so has been the high intellectual 
caliber of revisionist writers like 
Rudolf, Mattogno, Graf, Fauris- 
son, and many others. Although the 
spread of the revisionist message in 
terms of its extent (world-wide) and 
speed was greatly facilitated by the 
internet, it was the high intellectual 
standards that proved decisive. [...] 
Sound research and sound reasoning 
are essential, even if the guns of the 
other side get bigger and louder. 

I can’t imagine the world sud- 
denly agreeing with holocaust re- 
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visionism. In my opinion, there is 
nothing CODOH can do to change 
this or even speed the process up 
very much. CODOH is all about 
sound history and sound reasoning. 
Its message can only be patiently 
presented. It’s not a political move- 
ment. If CODOH continues to exist, 
it must be in the debate for the long 
haul. 

Herbert H. Hoover 


The fate of the print edition of 
Smith’s Report depends on its fu- 
ture subscription rate. If our read- 
ers dont want it anymore, it will 
move exclusively into cyberspace 
and merely produce yearly volumes 
for purchase, as does Inconvenient 
History. 

The suggestion of increasing the 
frequency with which items ar post- 
ed on codoh.com is excellent, and 
we will implement that very soon. 

We are already supporting the 
production of video documentaries, 
and we will increase that effort. In- 
cluding recorded lectures and con- 
ferences in this is a good idea, too. 

As long as Bradley is around, he 
will be agitating for free speech at 
US colleges and universities, it’s his 
second nature. Once he drops out, 
the Campus Project might be up in 
the air. We’ll see. Maybe someone 
out there thinks about chipping in? 

Dalton, Routledge and Koller- 
strom are not the result of the Cam- 
pus Project but of serious scholarly 
works that swayed them (Crowell 
is another matter). Thats the solid 
base upon which any revisionist ac- 
tivity rests, and we cannot and will 
not give that up. 

As can be seen from CODOHS 
library categories, our scope spans 
from pre-WWI to 9/11 and its after- 
math. So CODOH isnt just about 
the Holocaust. In the end, howev- 
er, our range of posts depends on 
what's submitted. Smith’s Report is 
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more narrowly focused, primarily 
due to space limitations rather than 
anything else. —GR 


You are asking very good questions 
about the future of Codoh, and I can 
understand your feeling of sitting 
on that branch you mentioned. The 
problem with that is that it IS only 
a branch, and a tiresome one that 
seems to be somewhat going around 
in circles. It’s not beating any new 
paths. 

If you define the world’s prob- 
lem as the whole tree, dealing with 
only one branch will never settle the 
problem. You have to grab the trunk. 
But that requires expertise in other 
fields, particularly about money, as 
that practically IS the trunk. [...] the 
much bigger trouble is money, with- 
out which your branch wouldn’t 
even exist. So that’s what I’ve been 
looking into for more than the last 
15 years and found all the answers 
I’ve ever been looking for. [...] 

All the best, Peter 


If you can submit a paper for SR 
that explains how we can tie that in, 
I’m all ears. —GR 


You certainly cannot compete with 
the big propaganda war. You are 
outgunned indeed. 
To me, the right strategy is to fo- 
cus on something more subtle as 
you also suggest. And to spread the 
word (the truth one) to the world as 
much as you can. The revolution 
in the mindset must come from the 
very bottom and then defy the cur- 
rent dogma. 
The Barnes Review magazine is do- 
ing a very good job and I love it very 
much. I believe you could cooper- 
ate with TBR and also with Caro- 
lyn Yeager who has a hell of a good 
website. She is very smart. 

Larry Lahr 


Your suggestion in the SR article 
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hit the nail right on the head! What 
is needed is our own COALITION. 
Which should include all possible 
“co-warriors” on the scene. [...] 
Fred Scherbaum 


Two quotations came to mind as 
I read your article ‘What should 
CODOH do?’ (October 2015). From 
Alexander Solzhenitsyn—the Rus- 
sian proverb “One word of truth out- 
weighs the world.” And from Arthur 
Hugh Clough—his line of poetry 
“Say not the struggle nought avai- 
leth.” CODOH must continue the 
fight for truth in history writing and 
especially in coverage of the Nazi 
period and World War Two. 
Revisionists do not face a barrage 
of propaganda that is “unsurviv- 
able.” They bear with them invisible 
weapons of countervailing power: 
honesty, honor, integrity and loy- 
alty. The main criteria for publica- 
tion should be seriousness of sub- 
ject matter and quality of treatment. 
Please continue to give us news of 
the latest research, reviews of rel- 
evant books, information about the 
trials of freedom fighters (such as 
that about Wolfgang Fröhlich), but 
avoid useless tilting at windmills 
and undignified depreciations of 
our opponents. New generations of 
readers keep coming like the waves 
of the sea. Some young person may 
read the next issue of Smiths Re- 
port, be spurred to find out more, 
and then go on to a career of na- 
tional and international importance. 
“Nil desperandum!” “The truth will 
out!” 
Nigel Jackson 


In the most recent issue of CODOH, 
Germar made some interesting com- 
ments and then solicited ideas from 
the readership. 

I have one. I am in the midst of 
reading The Transfer Agreement, 
which is subtitled as “The dramatic 
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story of the pact between the Third 
Reich and Jewish Palestine”, by Ed- 
win Black, and with an afterword by 
Abraham H. Foxman. 

What makes the book interesting 
is not only the story of the coopera- 
tion between Zionist and German 
authorities to transfer people and 
money to Palestine, but the story of 
the economic and political warfare 
waged against Germany by Jewish 
authorities, organizations, and their 
population, from the moment Hitler 
took office. The book is fact filled, 
well notated, and since it is Jewish 
written and endorsed by Foxman, 
authoritative. 

It is the first time that I have en- 
countered this information. I have 
long ago seen the first page of a 
London newspaper that Judea de- 
clared war on Germany, but this 
book details their global struggle to 
bring regime change and war to that 
country. 

The books shortcomings, if one 
wants to call it that, is it’s focus on 
intra-Jewish politics and personali- 
ties. Naturally it also presumes the 
extermination story. Finally, first 
written in 1984 and most recently 
published in 2001, it is out-of-date. 

My suggestion is that a book 
needs to be written that details the 
cold war between the Jews and the 
Germans between Hitler’s coming 
to power and the Wannsee Confer- 
ence. Such a book would thus avoid 
the Holocaust Denial label, but it 
would bring to light the context of 
the origins of the Second World War. 

anon. 


This is a promising book project in- 
deed. But I will not ask Carlo Mat- 
togno to take it on. We need new 
authors who can write accurate re- 
visionist history in a riveting way, 
for instance in the style of David 
Irving. I wonder whether the author 
of the above lines could do it?—GR 
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Persecution and Prosecution of Revisionists 


Radical Press Editor Arthur Topham Arrested in Canada 


Quesnel, British Columbia, Octo- 
ber 27 — Canadian Arthur Topham, 
68, is a British Columbia (B.C.) 
placer miner who in his spare time 
operates the “Radical Press,” con- 
trarian website. On May 16, 2012 
he was on his way to work at his 
mining operation when he was ar- 
rested by several police officers, 
handcuffed and charged with a “hate 
crime.” 

Topham was charged with a single 
count of “willfully promoting hatred 
against people of the Jewish religion 
or ethnic group,” as well as “im- 
proper storage of firearms” found in 
his house near Quesnel, B.C. 

“The branch has approved charges 
against him,” said Neil MacKenzie 
of the B.C. Criminal Justice Branch. 
MacKenzie said British Columbia’s 
assistant deputy attorney general 
had signed off on the hate crimes 
charge. 

“We’re glad that the government 
and the police have taken our con- 
cerns seriously and proceeded,” 
said Anita Bromberg of B’nai B’rith 
Canada, which had demanded that 
prosecutors investigate Topham’s 
website. 

The charges are based on ar- 
ticles appearing at his website: 


by Michael Hoffman 


www.radicalpress.com/?page_id=3864 

On Monday, October 26 the trial, 
“Regina v. Roy Arthur Topham” 
(“Regina” is a reference to the Brit- 
ish Crown), commenced in B.C. Su- 
preme Court in Quesnel, located in 
the interior of British Columbia in 
an area known as the Cariboo. 

The inquisition against the anti- 
Zionist dissident is based upon 


Arthur Topham 


Sec. 319(2) of the Criminal Code 
of Canada concerning “Hate Propa- 
ganda” — “Roy Arthur TOPHAM, 
[is charged with] willfully promote 
hatred against an identifiable group, 
people of the Jewish religion or 
ethnic origin, contrary to Section 
319(2) of the Criminal Code.” 


B.C. Supreme Court Justice Bruce 
Butler is presiding and a jury of 
twelve men and women will make 
the final determination of guilty or 
not guilty. The trial is expected to 
end on November 6. 

The defendant’s defense attorney, 
famed civil libertarian Doug Chris- 
tie, died of cancer in 2013. 

If found guilty, Mr. Topham faces 
imprisonment and a substantial fine. 
Local and national Canadian media 
are blacking out news of the case. 
Info.news is the nearest news outlet. 
The editor, M. Jones, can be con- 
tacted as follows: email mjones@ 
infonews.ca or telephone 250-718- 
2724. 

The corporate American media 
both Right and Left have traditional- 
ly demonstrated little interest in re- 
porting Canada’s Orwellian thought 
crime prosecutions of Christians, 
ethnic Europeans and free spirits 
like Topham. The government of 
Canada has never prosecuted any 
bigot for fomenting hatred against 
Germans or conservative Christians. 

Legal arguments and background 
related to this case are online here: 


goo.gl/RPxzmj 


[Interrogating police officer] Wil- 
son then brought up the subject 
of an article which I had posted 
on my site titled, Israel Must Per- 
ish! He began to tell me how it 
was an extremely hateful piece of 
writing [...]. I had to laugh aloud 
(and I did). |...] The truth of the 


matter was that all the vile, hate- 


ful statements contained in the 
supposed book which he thought 
I had written were, 7 fact, verba- 
tim, direct quotations from a real, 
actual book written by a Zionist 
Jew by the name of Theodore N. 
Kaufman and published in the 
United States of America back 
in 1941. The original book was 


called Germany Must Perish! and 1 
had taken this booklet and writ- 
ten a parody of it in order to en- 
lighten the public as to who the 
real perpetrators of supposed 
“hate literature” were. [...] 


Arthur Topham, “Arrest State- 
ment,’ May 16, 2013. 
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Gerhard Ittner: When Revisionists Are Called Terrorists 


“The fight for freedom of speech 
cannot be fought within the con- 
fines of the dictatorship of todays 
Germany, it has to be fought from 
abroad. ”—Gerhard Ittner 

The way the courts in Germany 
behave with those who dare to ex- 
press doubts and disagreement with 
the orthodox historical narrative of 
the Holocaust, including revision- 
ists who do serious academic re- 
search on the H question, seems to 
come straight from a Franz 
Kafka novel. In The Trial, one 
of his best-known works, Kaf- 
ka, the defendant, describes 
a world of madness that goes 
on behind his trial, endless 
bureaucracy and nonsensical 
court behavior that hauntingly 
resemble the irrationalities of 
the German courts and laws 
that limit free speech in that 
country, among other Euro- 
pean “democracies”. 

In German courts, defending 
yourself against that of which 


by Roberto Hernandez 


In a letter to Peter Carr, Thomas 
Jefferson advised his friend as fol- 
lows: 

“Shake off all the fears of servile 
prejudices, under which weak minds 
are servilely crouched. Fix reason 
firmly in his seat, and call on her 
tribunal for every fact, every opin- 
ion...” 

No such writ runs in Germany. 

There are thousands of cases of 
German citizens who have been 


Gerhard Ittner 


derground) terrorist organization. 
So from contesting the holocaust he 
has also been awarded with the ter- 
rorist label. His case got quite a lot 
of public attention. The magazine 
Der Spiegel (The Mirror) devoted 
an article to him, stating that from 
the beginning of the Nineties he had 
been in close contact with the Neo- 
Nazi scene in Thuringia. 

The truth is he had been active in 
politics in general besides revision- 
ism. 

The case against Ittner began 
in November 2004. After being 
charged with thought crimes by 
the FRG (Federal Republic of 
Germany, or Bundesrepublik 
Deutschland), Ittner was con- 
victed in 2005, but fled abroad 
to escape imprisonment. Among 
the accusations were nine counts 
of sedition. Bavarian officials 
said he denied the Holocaust, 
also denigrated the state and its 
symbols and markings. These of- 


you have been accused, in regard to 
free speech, and trying to prove that 
what you are accused of denying 
is, to put it mildly, inaccurate and 
scientifically improbable, the Sho- 
ah narrative, can get you in much 
deeper trouble. So, after Kafka, is 
inverted the fact that a democratic 
state should guarantee freedom of 
speech, which among other things 
means the right to have unpopular 
ideas, contest that which you find 
irregular and inquire into any sub- 
ject that you feel interested in. As 
we know, this fundamental right has 
been “regulated” by the state and 
limited by legislation in Germany 
and other European countries. So 
much for a real democratic German 
state. 


Smith's Report > www.SmithsReport.com 


indicted for thought crimes just for 
exercising their right to free speech 
and free inquiry. One of those citi- 
zens is Gerhard Ittner. 

Born in a small town, Zirndorf, 
near Nuremberg, Germany, Ittner 
is one more of those who have been 
punished by German courts for con- 
testing the orthodox historiography 
of the holocaust. 

But as one digs into his case, there 
is a difference from other revision- 
ists and free thinkers that have been 
caught in the same net. 

The difference from others who 
do not agree with Shoah narrative, 
besides being accused of holocaust 
denial, is that, according to the Ger- 
man state, he is seen as a member of 
the “NSU” (National Socialist Un- 
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ficials say Ittner used the Internet 
to spread far-right propaganda be- 
tween 2002 and 2004. What a hor- 
rible man he must be, eh? 

After seven years on the run, he 
was arrested in Portugal in 2012 
to be then extradited to Germany. 
At 54, Gerhard Ittner was to be- 
gin serving his 33-month sentence 
for slander, racial hatred and other 
crimes in a Bavarian prison. 

While Ittner was still in Portugal, 
he revealed in an interview by Hen- 
rik Holappa some interesting facts 
that again make this case different 
from others. About his arrest in Por- 
tugal he says: 

“On the llth of April 2012 I was 
arrested in the town of Motemor- 
o-Novo in the region of Alentejo, 
Portugal, due to a European war- 
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rant issued by the Federal Repub- 
lic of Germany (FRG). This war- 
rant relates to ‘thought crimes’ and 
freedom of speech crimes.’ This 
very warrant can be seen then as a 
violation of my human rights which 
guarantee freedom of speech, there- 
by making the warrant itself a crime 
against the rule of law, designed to 
prevent rebellion against tyranny. 
However, now there is an opportu- 
nity to appeal against this warrant 
in the Portuguese courts, and then 
if necessary, in the European courts, 
eventually going so far as to appeal 
to the Human Rights Committee of 
the United Nations. For this chance 
I have been waiting 7 years in ex- 
ile.” 

He was using his political back- 
ground knowledge to fight his case 
in the political arena, since these 
laws have a real foundation in wide- 
ly accepted human rights. And he 
knew this well. 

In this interview he went even fur- 
ther and stated that he basically let 
himself be arrested instead of keep- 
ing himself safe from imprisonment: 

“They would not have captured 
me in the 7 years I was on the run 
and they would not have gotten me 
in one hundred years, if I had not 
risked on purpose getting arrested, 
for the very chance to bring my case 
to the International or European 
courts. For in Germany our com- 
rades do not have a fair chance in 
court. Because of this, there is no 
justice in the FRG in cases relating 
to political persecution, rather there 
is just corruption and the cynical 
rule of the Zionist Occupied Gov- 
ernment. In 2005, when I was still in 
exile, the time was not yet ripe to do 
what I am trying to do now. ” 

He also commented on the asso- 
ciation the authorities claim he has 
with the NSU (National Socialist 
Underground) organization alleged 
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to be a terrorist organization: 

“One must be very ignorant not 
to realize that this ‘NSU story’ (Na- 
tional Socialist Underground) is 
just a hoax. It is a fake, put-up job 
by the government, just like 9/11. 
The purpose of 9/11 was to create a 
fake reason to start the Afghanistan 
War, and to fake a reason to strip 
the American populace of their civil 
rights, freedom, and to turn America 
into an Orwellian state made up of 
vassals serving a neo-feudal system 
of governance. The purpose of the 
‘NSU’ hoax is to do the very same 
thing by cutting down on the citizen- 
ry s civil rights, especially the right 
to freedom of speech for those who 
wish to uphold the national tradi- 
tions of their country and its people. 
So, the ‘NSU’ hoax is meant to de- 
prive nationalists of their rights, by 
labeling them as ‘right-wingers’ or 
even ‘neo-Nazis,’ attaching a nega- 
tive connotation to these terms. 
Within the last year, due to the ‘NSU’ 
hoax one can be arrested simply by 
being suspected of being a ‘Nation- 
alist’ in the FRG (Federal Republic 
of Germany). ” 

And he added: 

“Simply being suspected of hold- 
ing ‘Nationalist’ sympathies can be 
reason enough to have your apart- 
ment searched by the police. Dur- 
ing these searches they will remove 
whatever possessions you have that 
they choose, such as computers, 
CDs, DVDs, or books. You don't 
even have to commit a ‘thought 
crime’ anymore in order to be jailed, 
as being suspected of being a ‘na- 
tionalist’ is criminal enough. It’s 
just like the witch hunts centuries 
ago. The regime of the FRG occu- 
pying Germany wants also to draw 
attention away from its disastrous 
policies and present a false reason 
to allow it to turn into a Bolshevist 
dictatorship. ” 
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You can read the entire interview 
on Carolyn’s Yeager site: tinyurl. 
com/ndp7rdt 

As noted above, Ittner was sen- 
tenced to 33 months in prison in 
2005 and finished serving his sen- 
tence on October 15, 2014. But in- 
stead of being released, he remained 
in custody due to a new arrested war- 
rant for “inciting the masses.” Ittner 
was merely transferred from penal 
to pre-trial custody. On October 16, 
2015, the 25th day of his second tri- 
al, he was suddenly released by the 
Nuremberg district court. His case is 
still being tried in court, though. We 
keep reporting, so stay tuned. 


Horst Mahler Released 


German political prisoner Horst 
Mahler was released from prison on 
Sept 3, 2015 on orders of judge Li- 
gier following the amputation of the 
lower part of his left foot and lower 
calf. Mahler’s new home address: 
Weidenbusch 13, D-14532 Klein- 
machnow, GERMANY. PayPal ac- 
count: c/o Elzbieta Mahler <elzbie- 
ta.mahler@gmx.de> 


Reynouard Fights Back 


France’s highest penal court (court 
of cassation) dealing with the case 
of French revisionist Vincent Rey- 
nouard has accepted the defendant’s 
motion to submit his case to the 
French Constitutional High Court 
on suspicion that France’s anti-re- 
visionist law is unconstitutional. All 
previous motions by other defen- 
dants to the same effect had all been 
rejected. Part of Reynouard’s argu- 
ment is that it is unconstitutional to 
allow denial of all other genocides 
—the French judiciary had just ruled 
that denying the Armenian genocide 
is permissible—while outlawing 
only the one allegedly committed 
against the Jews. 
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Support Our Political Prisoners and Persecutees! 


Send Christmas Greetingss Early! 


For the upcoming Christmas season, 
please remember our fellow revi- 
sionists sitting in prison, being on 
the run, or being prosecuted. Send 
them a nice Christmas card or even a 
letter! If sending letters into prison, 
abstain from any remarks that might 
lead to the letter being confiscated! 
“Illegal” statements can get our 
comrades into even deeper trouble. 

— Wolfgang FROHLICH (pris- 


oner), Steiner Landstr 4, A-3504 
Kreims-Stein, AUSTRIA 

— Horst MAHLER (early release 
on probation), Weidenbusch 13, 
D-14532 Kleinmachnow, GER- 
MANY 

— Axel Möller (prisoner), Küh- 
lungsborner Str. 29a, D-18246 
Bützow, GERMANY 

— Gerhard Ittner (trial ongoing), 
c/o S. Rübel, Bessemerstr. 51, 


D-90411 Nürnberg, GERMANY 

— Vincent Reynouard (convicted, 
hiding in exile). c/o Siegfried 
Verbeke, Italiëlei 203b, B-2000 
Antwerp - BELGIUM 

— Sylvia Stolz (prosecuted), Pfar- 
rer-Grabmeier-Allee 10, D-85560 
Ebersberg, GERMANY 

— Dr. Ursula Haverbeck (prosecut- 
ed), Bretthorststr. 199, D-32602 
Vlotho-Valdorf, GERMANY 


Revisionist Activities 


im Rizoli has created another 

mesmerizing documentary of 
“Extraordinary Revisionists.” This 
one features the “revisionist patri- 
arch” Prof. em. Dr. Robert Fauris- 
son in an almost 2-hour Skype inter- 
view (captured from the screen with 
a camera, with Faurisson’s sound 
over the phone). The interview sum- 
marizes Faurisson’s revisionist or- 
deal from his feelings during and 
after the war, 
the beginning | 
of his involve- | 
ment to this 
very day. Don’t 
miss it: youtu. 
be/Jwl9aUPTORO 


he Barnes 

Review 
released a new 
book by Leon 
Degrell: My 
Revolutionary 
Life, which is 
the long-await- 
ed autobiog- 
raphy of this 


MY 
REVOLUTIONARY 


Smith's Report - www.SmithsReport.com 


by Santiago Alvarez 


former Waffen-SS general and war 
hero on the “wrong” (losing) side. It 
spans not only the pre-war and war 
years but also tells the story of his 
fate at war’s end and his life dur- 
ing his exile in Spain (tinyurl.com/ 


pyuy6uc). 


astle Hill Publishers put the 

book Exactitude back in print, 
which appeared in 2004 as a 75th- 
birthday pres- M 
ent to Robert 
Faurisson. It’s 
a collection of 
revisionist es- 


Cenie Lommeao Om ama dom 


EXACTITUDE 


says written 

for and dedi- | i 
cated to Fauris- ROBERT FAURISSON 
son, describing | g 
and celebrat- 

ing the man and his work.. 
(shop.codoh.com/book/84) 


lso from Castle Hill Publish- 
ers is now available a Euro- 
pean PAL version of the DVD The 
Treblinka Archaeology Hoax. Al- 
though most European DVD play- 
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ers can play 
the US stan- 
dard NTSC, 
some may 
not, hence the 
PAL edition. 
Unfortunate- 
ly Amazon’s 
DVD produc- 
tion branch offers DVDs for sale 
only on its US website (amzn.com/ 
B016NG01VM). 


incent Reynouard has added a 
NV er of new videos to his 
French YouTube Channel (tinyurl. 
com/omnvc7q), two of which may 
be of particular interest to our fran- 
cophone readers: 
— “European 
Court of Civil 
Rights: Instru- 
ment of Dicta- 


torship”’ 
—  “Rehabili- 
tate Racism 


and Liberate 
Speech” 
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FRAGMENTS 


The Human Face of Holocaust Revisionism 


Bradley R. Smith 


*** The CODOH trustees write in 
SR #216: “Hurray, we did it! 
CODONH is now officially a Charita- 
ble Trust, has its own Tax ID, a new 
postal address, a new bank account, 
and even a real phone number. 
And it wasn’t impeded by anything 
Bradley Smith or his stepdaughter 
did or did not do, as stated in the 
last Editorial, but rather by one of 
the Trustees misplacing a document. 
My apologies to all concerned!” 
Hurray (hurrah) indeed. At 


Willis Carto Passed Away! 
Hours before sending this issue to the printer, we 


received the message that Willis A. Carto died on 


Monday, October 26, 2015. See the online obituary 
here: codoh.com/library/document/3773/ 


SR, and they sent me the full draft 
of the article published here in #217 
so that I could review it. Now we’re 
talking! Open borders! 

So here are a couple or three of 
the matters that I would like to re- 
spond to that appeared in SR 216. 


*** Germar wrote in #216: “One 
thing I realized is that CODOH be- 
came really big when David Cole 
did his video on Auschwitz in 1993. 


On 11 December 1991 The New 
York Times published an opinion 
piece by David M. Oshinsky and 
Michael Curtis, who were at the 
time, respectively, professors of his- 
tory and political science at Rutgers 
University. They called upon col- 
lege newspapers across the country 
to stop publishing my article/adver- 
tisement “The Holocaust Contro- 
versy: The Case for Open Debate.” 
Why? Because “if the Holocaust is 
not a fact, then nothing is a 


the time, my stepdaughter told 
me she thought it “real classy” 
the way she had been thrown 
under the bus in the preceding 
editorial. I wrote the trustees 
that this kind of stuff was good 
to discuss with SR readers, but 
not something that should be 
fixed in Smith's Report on the 
World Wide Web for all time. 
It was not a mammoth issue 


And now, there are a num- 
ber of issues and views ex- 
pressed in SR 2/6 that I feel 
I should respond to, here in 
SR 217. I do not think this is 
the best place or time to do it. 


-n 


for me, but it was not cool. THE HOLOCA 


Done A baM oting mut of he Nasis Cot tame Nee (outed + s um cotege campuers by 
mygu onn on pfeerteo mont sorry Be Nera Ned =o poies s epim enag wes Watt ae os 


s.. 


‘aso For Oper Deba 


UST CONTROVERSY 


fact, and truth itself will be di- 
minished.” 

On 15 January 1992 the 
Times ran an editorial discuss- 
ing the College Project. The 
Times didn’t mention either 
the name of the organization 
carrying it out or the title of 
the article in question: “The 
Holocaust Controversy: The 
Case for Open Debate.” 

I can’t find the date when 
the photo reproduced here ran, 
but there I am in all my glory 
in The New York Times. It is 
sometime in early 1992. 

Other prestige press stories 
and editorials about the Col- 


But where, when, could I do 
it? One answer would be for 
those responsible for Smith 5 


Smith’s Report #9, Feb./March 1992, p. 1, 
reproducing a New York Times editorial of early 
1992. 


lege Project included: “How 
Should Scholars Respond to 
Assertions That the Holo- 


Report to run their editori- 
als and articles past me when they 
address myself or the work I have 
done over the last 25 years so that 
I can respond in a timely and or- 
dered way, rather than a month later. 
I wrote them stating this. They re- 
plied immediately to say that Smith 
or Smith’s work was not going to be 
addressed directly in this issue of 
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This joint venture gave Bradley and 
his Campus Project a huge thrust 
into the public eye, into mainstream 
media.” 

Well, not really. 

The Campus Project had already 
blasted its way into the mainstream 
media before the Cole/Piper video 
was produced in 1993. Look here: 
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caust Never Happened?,” The 
Chronicle of Higher Education (11 
December 1991). “A Growing Fray 
over Holocaust Ad Reaches Rut- 
gers,” The Philadelphia Inquirer (6 
December 1991). “When Anti-Sem- 
itism Is Easy to Identify,” New York 
Post (28 November 1991). “Hum- 
bug Ads about the Holocaust,” Los 
Angeles Times (23 December 1991). 
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“Further Thoughts on ‘JFK’ from an 
Accused Conspirator,” Chicago Tri- 
bune (31 December 1991). “College 
Ads and the Holocaust,” Washington 
Post (21 December 1991). “Student 
Protest over Holocaust Ad,” Editor 
and Publisher (21 December 1991). 
“Hoping to Change Minds of Young 
on Holocaust,” New York Times (23 
December 1991). 

All well before our production of 
the Cole/Piper video in 1993. 

During these same weeks there 
were major stories about the Cam- 
pus Project in student newspapers 
across the breadth of the US. You 
can find much of this (not all of it 
by any means) in Smith 5 Report #9 
codoh.com/media/files/sr9.pdf and 
in Issues #8 and #10. (If you'd like 
to read these stories, editorials and 
some responses to them, ask the 
NYT for its “The National File.” It 
contains 20-25 pages.) 

The reason I am emphasizing 
this is because it is the real story 
of what created the backlash by the 
Very Rich and Influential (mostly) 
Jewish political and cultural forces. 
This was in the days before anything 
was happening on the Internet. Dis- 
tributing a video via some kind of 
disk recording was to use the U.S. 
Post Office, or public service TV, 
which means distribution of the 
message was very modest compared 
to headline stories in the mainstream 
and campus press where thousands 
and in some cases tens of thousands 
would read the material. 

And then there is the fact that be- 
fore I created the Campus Project, I 
had previously reached hundreds of 
thousands of folk doing some 400 
radio and television (mostly radio) 
interviews. The aim from the begin- 
ning was to take revisionism and 
the ideal of intellectual freedom to 
the widest possible audiences. I did 
that work better and more success- 


Smith's Report - www.SmithsReport.com 


fully than anyone before or since. 
And then the fact that after my 
unique and successful radio work, 
after I devised the Campus Project 
to take our story to the press on and 
off campus, I took CODOH onto the 
World Wide Web where it became 
the primary English-language revi- 
sionist website in the world. 

In brief: The CODOH Forum is 
the world’s largest and liveliest re- 
visionist-moderated on-line discus- 
sion of the Holocaust. Hands down. 
The moderators of the Forum could 
have taken it anywhere, or gone it 
alone, but they chose to associate 
with CODOH. Why? 

Inconvenient History. A Quar- 
terly Journal for Free Historical In- 
quiry, has replaced The Journal of 
Historical Review, once the world’s 
primary scholarly revisionist quar- 
terly. Richard Widmann, its editor 
and publisher, could have gone any- 
where, could have gone it alone, but 
he chose to associate his quarterly 
with CODOH. Why? 

There are the revisionist scholars 
and activists all over the world who 
have contributed to CODOH. Why? 

And then there is Germar Ru- 
dolf. Once he was free of the Ger- 
man criminal system and the threat 
of it, he could have gone anywhere 
with anyone, or continue to go it 
alone on the Web. He chose to asso- 
ciate himself with CODOH. Why? 

CODOH was born through my 
work with radio and TV, the Cam- 
pus Project, and Smiths Report. 
Smith's Report grew from one poor- 
ly designed newsletter, the first issue 
published in the year 1990 and dis- 
tributed free (you can read Issue #1 
here: codoh.com/media/files/down- 
loads/SR1-ocr.pdf), to become, in 
stages, the most significant revision- 
ist Website in the world = CODOH. 
How did that happen? I created and 
maintained a significant public pres- 
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ence. Others began to drift in my 
direction. It was Richard Widmann 
who convinced me to actually create 
a Website for CODOH. What I did 
was to provide a space, an “air,” in 
which others felt they could breathe, 
do their own work. I would pay the 
bills, I would keep things as well- 
organized as possible, and I would 
promote our work throughout the 
nation in mainline media and the 
campus press, and one CODOH was 
online, throughout the world. 

NOTE: A long time ago I was on 
the telephone with Samuel Crow- 
ell, author of The Gas Chamber of 
Sherlock Holmes, when he told me 
that the first time he heard anyone 
questioning the gas-chamber stories 
was on a talk radio program where 
some guy named Smith was being 
interviewed. 

One last example of how the 
Campus Project breakthrough into 
the mainline press pre-dated the 
Cole/Piper video. This is not to di- 
minish the value of Cole/Piper, but 
make clear how I took us into na- 
tional media via the campus. Fol- 
lowing is an excerpt from an article 
by Deborah Lipstadt in the May 
1992 USHMM newsletter I report- 
ed on in SR 11, September/October 
1992, page 6. 

“Tn recent months, a lone denier, 
Bradley Smith, has garnered incred- 
ible amounts of attention with a tac- 
tically brilliant but devious maneu- 
ver: the placing of advertisements 
in student newspapers arguing there 
was no Holocaust.’” 

I reported: 

“Deborah Lipstadt, Holocaust 
historian and the only female golem 
still residing in Los Angeles county, 
gives me the benefit of her attention 
on the front page of the Museum’ 
official, State-sponsored, slick, tab- 
loid-sized Newsletter (May 1992). 
Lipstadt writes that when she first 
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began research on “Holocaust de- 
nial” people would ask incredulous- 
ly: ‘Why are you wasting your time 
on those kooks?’ In the last year her 
life has changed dramatically. ‘Now 
people urge me to hurry and com- 
plete my work ....’ 

“Its nice to know that I have been 
able to add purpose and a little 
spice to the life of this unfortunate 
woman. | ...]” 

You can read my full article here: 
codoh.com/media/files/sr11-ocr.pdf. 
The book she published in 1993 
is titled Denying the Holocaust: 
The Growing Assault on Truth and 
Memory. 


*** What I also realized is that 
Bradley 8 initial success was met by 
the Dark Side of the Force with an 
unsurvivable barrage of counter- 
propaganda. . . . (Germar in SR 216) 

“Here is the gist of it. In SR #20 
Smith wrote about the effect his 
Campus Project’s ad campaign had 
at the University of Miami: ‘So I 
scribble a text for a modest ad, back 
it with $288, then Ziff [Jewish mag- 
nate] sweetens the pot with a couple 
million and presto, five new Holo- 
caust courses at UM that werent 
there before and a new Jewish folk 
hero. What’s the World Jewish Con- 
gress and the rest of that gang com- 
plaining about? It might never have 
happened without me!’ 

“Three issues later, a reader com- 
mented succinctly: ‘You brilliantly 
turned defeat into a joke. From a 
historical perspective, and objec- 
tively and heartlessly, you should 
be lynched by revisionists. They re- 
turned your ad money to you, $288, 
and you generated $2,000,000 in 
research and educational funds for 
exterminationists. [...| Instead, this 
ad will, for decades, create new ex- 
terminationists backed by the Ziff 
millions.’ 
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“What if that reader is right? 
What if the bickering we revision- 
ists do has merely served the Ho- 
locaust Industry as a pretext to rev 
up its propaganda and fundraising 
machines, merely making it and the 
Jewish lobby grow faster and big- 
ger? What if we merely help the 
beast to get more powerful and more 
dangerous? [...|” 

A reasonable question, not an 
unreasonable point of view. At the 
same time, we should have in mind 
that Yad Vashem was established 
in Israel in 1953, long before I was 
“bickering” with our press and aca- 
demics. The U.S. Holocaust Me- 
morial Museum was dedicated in 
April 1993. It had been in the works 
for years, again long before I used 
“propaganda” to create a bickering 
culture on the American campus. In 
short, tens of millions of dollars had 
already been invested in establish- 
ing the Holocaust Industry. I do not 
believe I have to mention the ADL, 
Hillel, and the half-hundred Holo- 
caust museums and memorials that 
were already being talked about and 
planned by the 1980s. 

The “Beast” was growing more 
powerful and more dangerous well 
before Smith began his “bickering.” 
As amatter of fact, the Beast was al- 
ready so powerful and so dangerous 
by 1979/80, when I first read Fauris- 
son and Butz, that I recognized the 
taboo that protected its beastliness 
from open discussion. 

I wrote about how I felt on that 
New Year’s Eve 1979, leaving the 
main library in downtown Los An- 
geles after reading Butz: 

“While I have not spoken the 
words, while I do not know precisely 
what the words are, I understand 
that a resolution has formed inside 
me that will change my life from this 
moment on.” 

Chip Smith put those words on 
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the front cover of my A Personal 
History of Moral Decay. I did not 
think, in that moment, which was 
one of the few real turning points in 
my life, about “putting bread on the 
table.” 

There is still one issue that I 
want to address. Germar writes in 
SR 216: 

“As some may remember, in 1993 
a major conflict arose between the 
staff of the IHR and its founder 
Willis Carto. Bradley Smith and 
CODOH got drawn into that con- 
flict, taking sides as Bradley saw 
fit back then. I have always tried to 
stay out of it and focus on producing 
quality work and cooperating with 
everyone I could productively work 
with. ... 

“Since we are currently posting 
all the individual articles which 
ever appeared in SR, those dealing 
with the Carto/IHR conflict are also 
among them. When I talked to Brad- 
ley about it a few weeks ago, he was 
convinced that not so much of it is to 
be found in SR. Well, that’s relative. 
It’s rather too much for my taste. It 
goes without saying that I feel very 
uncomfortable posting those vitriol- 
ic exchanges of the past. I’d prefer 
letting old wounds heal. Still, I do 
post it all, as we wont censor our 
own stuff, but I introduce each of 
these items with an appropriate edi- 
torial comment.” 

I wasn’t “convinced” that not 
much of the Carto/IHR conflict 
was reported in Smiths Report, I 
just didn’t remember that I had ad- 
dressed it much. Turns out that there 
is more of it there than I had remem- 
bered. I was surprised to read once 
again the filthy litany of insult and 
false charges that were made against 
me by Willis and Elizabeth Carto 
both. The brain had forgotten it all. 
In any event, I agree with Germar 
where he writes: 
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“CODOH will cooperate with 
anyone who will work with us pro- 
ductively, and who can help the 
cause of furthering free speech 
where its most threatened. In this 
case, we are willing to cooperate 
with both The Barnes Review (a Wil- 
lis Carto creation) and the Institute 
for Historical Review. We all need 
to start looking forward, not back- 
ward, and make the most of what we 
have. ” 

Looking forward, not backward, 
is a good idea. There is still a lot of 
stuff in Germar’s article for SR 216 
that might be addressed, but I can 
only do so much here. Following 
are some of his thoughts on work- 
ing with SR and with CODOH in the 
coming months. These suggestions 
were not made in SR 216 but via a 
private email exchange. I agree with 
all he says here. 

“I propose to publish articles on- 
line slated to appear in an upcoming 
SR as soon as they are available and 
proofed, then take them (or some 
version of them) and put them into 
the pdf/printed version of SR. 

“Reasons: 

“We need CODOH.com to become 
more active. Right now we have fits 
of adding articles only after SR has 
been published, then for a month 
basically nothing. That’s not good. 

“CODOH lives more from its on- 
line readership than from its dedi- 
cated print-SR readership, which 
keeps shrinking. In line with all print 
media, I expect the print readership 
to keep shrinking, so maybe at some 
point we'll go the way Inconvenient 
History has been from the start: 
only make available the articles of, 
say, every 6 (or 8 or 10) issues in a 
paperback-bound PoD edition. 

“Anyway, contributors, I think, 
also would like to see their mate- 
rial posted online faster, rather 
than have it sit (some in waiting for 
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months). 

“The exception will be Revision- 
ist Activities, which should remain a 
monthly summary/overview. 

“So, since Jett is inundating me 
with papers, I suggest getting them 
out, one by one, no matter when and 
where they will appear in SR. 

“That is a suggestion coming from 
some of those giving me feedback on 
my last SR s editorial, and I think its 
well-founded. 

“Any thoughts? 

“Germar.” 


*** A few final words. While suc- 
cess can follow failure, failure of- 
tentimes comes from past successes. 
No revisionist has ever gotten good 
press. Men and women go to jail for 
doing scientific work on our subject. 
Taboo rules the press. Just as it rules 
Yad Vashem, the USHMM and the 
many other limbs of the Great Beast. 
The Great Beast squats over Ameri- 
can academia like a monstrous toad 
laying her clutch of eggs. We noti- 
fied students of the revisionist vid- 
eos I did as a first experiment, put 
them on YouTube, and now they 
have been viewed some 35,000 
times. Students! Another opening 
for us. 

And then the final (final!) word. 
My bank balance tonight stands at 
$181.14. 

If you find the work I have done 
the last 25 and 30 years, and trust 
that the work I intend to do now, is 
worthwhile, please take a moment 
to contribute to: 

Bradley Smith 

PO Box 439016 

San Ysidro CA 92143 


Or Online at: http://codohfound- 
er.com/please-contribute/ 


I need your help. Thank you. 
—Bradley 
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Germar’s Response 

I’m glad Bradley set the record 
straight, and in the process my head, 
too. 

In his recent interview with Rob- 
ert Faurisson, Jim Rizoli stated that 
Robert Faurisson is the “patriarch of 
the revisionist movement,” to which 
Faurisson responded by saying: 

“Yes, with Bradley Smith, my 
friend.” 

(See “Revisionist Activities” in 
this issue). I think that statement 
sums up the comparably important 
influence both personalities have 
had on the development of Holo- 
caust revisionism, the one with his 
research, ultimately triggering the 
Leuchter and Rudolf Report, the 
other by bringing the good news of 
revisionism to the masses. 

I may also add that, by the time 
you read these lines, Castle Hill 
Publishers with all its copyrights 
and books stock will probably be 
part of the CODOH Trust as well. 
Hence, yet another revisionist entity 
is finding safe harbor beneath the 
impressive umbrella Bradley has 
built during his lifetime. 

Adding Castle Hill Publishers to 
CODOH’s assets will give CODOH 
a small but steady and somewhat 
reliable source of income beyond 
donations and (shrinking) subscrip- 
tion fees. For the moment, CODOH 
can even accept credit cards for do- 
nations and subscription fees. But 
that money isn’t anything that can 
be automatically shared with Brad- 
ley. As a matter of fact, CODOH has 
received almost no donations at all 
since it became organizationally in- 
dependent from Bradley. Had it not 
been for us volunteers paying the 
bills, CODOH would be broke and 
dead by now. But I’m sure we get 
it afloat again soon, with your help. 


The same goes for Bradley, Please 
heed his call for help! 
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Renew your Subscription NOW! 


Dear Reader of Smith’s Report: 

In SR 215 we explained that Smiths 
Report is now published by a team 
of CODOH volunteers. Since we 
did not receive any information 
about when existing subscriptions 
expire, we decided to give each in- 
dividual on our mailing list five free 
issues of SR (#214-218). We also 


ing your support for our work by 
subscribing or making a donation 
NOW! 

It has never been easier to re- 
new your subscription, see the in- 
structions below. If you want to 
pay by credit card, simply go to 
SmithsReport.com (or on codoh. 
com, click on the tab saying “Smith’s 


Report”), and in the table identical 
to the one shown below, click on the 
button for your type of subscription. 


Thank you very much! 


Jett Rucker, Editor 
Bradley Smith, Founder 
Germar Rudolf, Volunteer 
and the CODOH Trustees 


announced that we would ask 
you to renew your commit- 
ment to Smith’ Report right 
after SR #217 has come out 
by either making a substan- 
tial donation or by sending in 
your subscription fee. 

Now that SR #217 is in your 
hands, we’d like to ask you to 
make sure that the print edi- 
tion of Smiths Report can 
survive this transition and 
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maybe even grow. 
So please consider renew- 


Note: Your subscription does NOT renew automatically. 
Shortly before it runs out, we will notify you and ask you to renew it. 
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Sensational Data 


by Jett Rucker 


Trae largest newspaper, 
the tabloid Kronen Zeitung, 
published this breathless report (in 
German) on 6,300 census forms re- 
cently found inside an interior wall 
in a mansion close by the Parliament 
building in Budapest (http://goo.gl/ 
DGStLx). The forms, circulated in 
four districts of Budapest on May 
30, 1944, required owners of resi- 
dential property to report various 
data on their holdings, including the 
numbers of tenants or occupants, 
and the numbers of Christians and 
Jews among these. 

The timing of this action was aus- 
picious: the Wehrmacht had just 
invaded and occupied Hungary, as 
the Red Army 
approached from Ñ 
the east, and the 
Hungarian gov- 
ernment had be- 
gun proceedings 
to surrender to | 
the Soviet Union, | 
which would 
have allowed it 
easy access to 
Germany’s ex- 
tensive border 


with Hungary. The paper spices its 
reportage with the headline “6,300 
Forms of the Holocaust Discovered 
in Apartment.” 

The report, which lacks a display 
or translation (the forms would have 
been in Hungarian) of the subject 
forms, and much less a tabulation 
of their aggregated contents, specu- 
lates as to the uses the information 
might have been put to in conduct- 
ing or extending the Holocaust, the 
while reciting widespread accounts 
of deportations of Jews from (other 
parts of) Hungary, and the death toll 
said to have been experienced by 
the Jews of Hungary during World 
War II. It does not mention Jewish 


These documents, devoid of any real meaning, are the 
focus of yet another Holocaust sensationalism. 


A New Online Era 


As indicated before, lacking any past 
payment data linked to your Sith’ 
Report subscription, we gave every 
subscriber five free SR issues start- 
ing with #214. These subscriptions 
run out with the present issue. 

Along with the last issue of SR 
we asked you all to renew your sub- 
scription. An invitation to subscribe 
was also sent to our large email list. 
We had planned to repeat that re- 
quest in this issue. But as of Dec. 1, 
only 40 (forty) of you have decided 
to subscribe (or renew). 

It goes without saying that no print 
periodical can be maintained with 
just 40 subscribers. Even repeating 
our request here is unlikely to push 
the total beyond 60. We Trustees had 
discussed such a scenario before. We 
decided that we will pull the plug on 
the print edition, if it drops below 
100 subscribers. 

Hence we pull the plug. This is 
therefore the last print edition of 
Smiths Report. Prom now on, SR will 
appear only as a free online edition. 
It will summarize all that has hap- 
pened at CODOH the month be- 
fore. 

We will get in touch with those of 
you who have paid to renew their 
subscription, so you can get your 
money back. We apologize. 

The Trustees 


N 
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Budapest native George Soros, who 
escaped the dragnet. 

Evidently with no knowledge of 
the dimensions of the data other 
than the number of forms, the re- 
porter wrings his hands in the last 


paragraph with wonder at the idea 
that any of the respondents might 
truthfully have reported the pres- 
ence of Jews to the new Nazi mas- 
ters of Hungary. The presumable 
behavior of Jewish owner/landlord 


respondents remains unspeculated- 
upon. 

Perhaps the particulars of the data 
will prove more interesting than the 
present amply elaborated outline ac- 
tually is. Or not. 


Why—and How—I’m “Tdeologically Motivated” 


Holocaust denial is ideologically 
motivated. The deniers strategy is to 
sow seeds of doubt through deliber- 
ate distortion and misrepresentation 
of the historical evidence. Teachers 
should be careful not to unwittingly 
legitimise the deniers through en- 
gaging in a false debate. 

“How to Teach about the Holocaust in 


Schools” (goo.gl/oSseM8), International 
Holocaust Remembrance Alliance 


he passage above has been pro- 
mulgated on the Web and in pa- 
per publications of the Task Force 
for International Cooperation on 
Holocaust Remembrance, Educa- 
tion and Research (since renamed as 
above) at least since 2004 as official 
“guidance” for teachers addressing 
the subject package trademarked 
“the Holocaust” in their classrooms. 
It is to be noted that thousands of 
teachers all over the world are re- 
quired to address this subject un- 
der the laws of the countries, or 
US states, in which they teach, and 
which grant their licenses to teach. 
Their pupils, of course, are required 
under the laws of those same juris- 
dictions to attend this instruction, 
and there are rewards such as good 
grades for those who master the ma- 
terial and regurgitate it accurately 
upon the appropriate occasions 
(e.g., quizzes). 
The passage, along with the rest 
of the extensive document of which 
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it is part, have in the past eleven 
years become emblematic not only 
among those who promulgate it and 
those on whom it is imposed, but as 
well among revisionists, who seem 
to find it revealing concerning the 
censorial spirit and purpose that ani- 
mate the IHRA (goo.gl/JoFxMH), 
hatched in 1998 through the good 
offices, among others, of Bill Clin- 
ton and Tony Blair and the entire 
Holocaust Remembrance Industry. 
Or bad offices, if you prefer. 

Aside from the rather blatant dis- 
play of the organization’s policy 
of denigrating and suppressing all 
inquiry into matters that might “di- 
lute” the basis for the IHRA’s cam- 
paign, the passage invites, at least 
for those given to careful parsing of 
the texts of diktats, the attention of 
those interested in the subliminal, 
or subtextual, techniques to which 
the IHRA’s operatives are given—in 
many cases, it would seem, uncon- 
sciously, or at least habitually. This 
angle of approach might be that very 
angle of approach that the passage 
itself enjoins against regarding any 
skeptical contemplation of history’s 
most-successful and longest-lived 
propaganda campaign. That is, this 
approach “dignifies” the offending 
material with a presumption of ar- 
gumentive character, and proceeds 
from that point to an evaluation of 
that argument’s qualities, such as 
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they may be. Doing just this is a 
habit, even a compulsion, among 
many Holocaust revisionists, and 
seemingly anathema to many of 
those who (quite explicitly) abjure 
such things, including, to their stu- 
dents’ detriment, the obedient (or 
careful) sort of teacher. 

“Ideologically motivated.” Now 
that is an interesting term with 
which to cast aspersions upon an ar- 
gument that one wishes to oppose, 
or simply quash. It immediately 
begs the questions, are ideological 
motivations as such always to be 
spurned when adopting, advocat- 
ing or judging arguments? Or, if 
not necessarily that, then are some 
ideologies to be condemned and 
others perhaps approved of? And 
if that, then which ideologies, and 
why? Oops! Delete that last word; 
it seems that inquiry into “why” is 
unwelcome in the IHRA’s precincts. 
Let’s just stay with “which?” a point 
on which the quoted declaration of- 
fers not the slightest hint. 

OK, let’s start by casting about for 
some ideology that could inspire, if 
not necessarily justify, the IHRA’s 
rather veiled warning. It’s dead 
simple to come up with National 
Socialism, or “Nazism” as our in- 
structors undoubtedly would prefer, 
including the latter-day bogeyman 
of “Neo-Nazism.” So, are Holocaust 
“deniers” (revisionists are not men- 
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tioned, but clearly are as much pro- 
scribed as anyone else who might 
examine the factuality of the Holo- 
caust syllabus) Nazis? They didnt 
say that, now, did they? No, they 
didn’t. They just let fly with an alto- 
gether vacuous remark and allowed 
their suggestible readers to imag- 
ine a Nazi lurking under the skin of 
anyone who would presume to treat 
the particulars of the Holocaust as 
though it were mere history. What 
a way to teach, I must say myself. 
And what a way to guide teachers 
as well. In the thoughtful (or alert), 
this instruction-by-innuendo could 
inspire the realization that the cur- 
riculum itself might be of the same 
character as this guidance. 

It was at this point that I was (also) 
prompted to inquire of myself—a 
self-admitted Holocaust revisionist, 
or denier, if you insist—whether my 
own position might in any way be 
“ideologically motivated.” And my 
answer came back resoundingly, 
well before the next heartbeat: YES, 
and yes a thousand times! And my 
search of my soul to see if I was any 
sort of Nazi came back with equal 
speed: NO, and no a thousand times, 
though I don’t either condemn (all) 
real Nazis with anything like the vit- 
riol with which they would be con- 
demned by anyone associated with 
the IHRA or any of the hundreds of 
allied—or competing—organiza- 
tions that have thrust their snouts 
into the capacious troughs of money 
upon which the Holocaust Remem- 
brance Industry feeds (http://goo.gl/ 
vGDyNc). 

So, if Pm no kind of Nazi, or 
even Nazi sympathizer, then what 
is or are the ideology(ies) that mo- 
tivate my questioning of the Holo- 
caust narrative? The first one that 
comes to mind is so reactive that 
one could challenge whether it is 
a true ideology, or just an attitudi- 
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nal tendency, so I will, unlike the 
IHRA’s smear campaign, phrase it 
very precisely: I vociferously sup- 
port freedom of thought and expres- 
sion of that thought, a.k.a. freedom 
of speech. And, entirely aside from 
the IHRA’s ham-handed contribu- 
tion to the riot, I am offended to the 
quick, and mortally threatened as 
well, by the intellectual brutality (as 
well as occasional physical brutal- 
ity) practiced by the proponents of 
the regnant Holocaust tradition. The 
IHRA’s telling strictures are only a 
small part of the reign of terror long- 
since afoot all over the world in sup- 
port of the hate-Germans campaign. 
Laws are on the books and being 
enforced in nineteen countries and 
counting under which people who 
utter the wrong perceptions of the 
martyrdom of the Jewish people end 
up literally behind bars, with their 
professional standing utterly shred- 
ded to boot. 

Maybe that’s all a bit too defen- 
sive; maybe my beliefs even ideolo- 
gize themselves, here. But this coin 
has a reverse side that is less-easily 
dismissed than a mere devotion to 
free speech, a writ that, after all, 
runs but faintly, if at all, outside the 
Anglo-Saxon ambit of civil rights. 
And here, perforce, it starts to sound 
a little grandiose (we’re talking 
about ideology, aren’t we?): I favor 
truth, and the freedom at all times 
and in all places to pursue it without 
fear, at the very least, of laws and 
the dungeon master’s lash. And I 
eamestly advocate the adoption of 
a similar attitude toward the pursuit 
of truth by anyone and everyone 
around me, including Jews, among 
whom I am gratified to report that I 
have found many who sincerely and 
openly link arms with me in this val- 
ue. Such Jews are, of course, not to 
be found in the sancta of the IHRA, 
nor are Gentiles of such disposi- 
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tion to be found there either, though 
Gentiles aplenty there be, starting 
with Messrs. Blair and Clinton. 

There are more of my numerous 
ideologies in play in the position I 
hold and assert, such as decrying 
the demonization of a nation that 
was defeated (with great difficulty) 
by the combined arms of most of 
the rest of the world in 1945. But 
enough about me—let’s consider 
the nature of the tendentious code 
we are here scrutinizing. 

Another of the myriad questions 
that cascade from the IHRA’s oracu- 
lar mumblings would be: So, if de- 
niers’ motivations are ideological, 
what might be the motivations of 
those who have assembled these in- 
structions for teachers, and of those 
who advance the corpus of what the 
IHRA presses so urgently upon the 
plans of those whose profession is 
to form the minds of the young so 
as to ... well, never mind to what 
purposes the young minds are be- 
ing formed for, for now? Are those 
motivations ideological, or are they 
non-ideological? At this point, my 
maunderings seem to take on the 
nature of an onion’s unending lay- 
ers: a mere five words, from a docu- 
ment of thousands of words, many 
of them equally subversive, have 
spawned dozens, scores of ques- 
tions, none of which would inter- 
est the expedience-minded, and any 
one of which embodies the potential 
to stop the thrust of the enterprise at 
hand dead in its tracks. 

The questioning forks here, as at 
so many other points. Let’s take the 
fork that assumes, yes, the IHRA’s 
initiative is (like the deniers’) ideo- 
logically motivated. That hypoth- 
esis, of course, immediately renders 
the text’s critique of the deniers’ 
motivations quite toothless, but nev- 
er mind that; many of us (regrettably 
including many teachers) have little 
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capacity to trace the branching of 
truth tables. Let’s just consider the 
IHRA’s ideological motivations in a 
vacuum, perhaps in the manner they 
might prefer. 

The ideology of freedom of 
thought and speech isn’t available to 
them; they’re campaigning—with 
minimal subtlety—against that. But 
they do claim to be on about some 
kind of truth; maybe not what one 
could call a historical truth, but 
perhaps some kind of moral truth. 
What might that be? That majori- 
ties, such as non-Jewish Germans, 
could and in some ways did, oppress 
minorities among them whom they 
perceived to be allied with foreign 
powers that were hostile to their 
government’s ambitions regarding, 
let’s say, hegemony over Europe? 
OK—that’s a defensible ideology, 
if a bit trite when viewed in a his- 
torical context (the stalwarts of the 
IHRA appear to oppose any and 
every context for their Holocaust, 
historical or otherwise). Odious, 
even lethal, discrimination was in- 
deed visited upon many Jews dur- 
ing the period of the Third Reich, 
by no means all of it by Germans. 
So, exactly where do we find ideol- 
ogy in this? Hate Germans? No, of 
course not. Oppose (fine, imprison) 
anyone who says anything off about 
the Germans’ (and others’) victims, 
the Jews? That seems a wee bit par- 
ticularist for an ideology, wouldn’t 
you say? Oppose (fine, imprison) 
anyone who says anything off about 
any group, racial, ethnic, linguis- 
tic, even political? That’s noble, 
indeed, but it would seem to offer 
a handy and powerful weapon to 
those in power who find it expedient 
to munch down on anyone who is 
propounding inconvenient notions 
to the gullible masses—the term 
“thought control” comes to mind 
from famous novels we’ve read. 


Smith's Report - www.SmithsReport.com 


As ideologies go, that one threat- 
ens to spin horribly out of control 
very soon after its implementation. 
Could the IHRA even hang onto this 
tiger’s tail, once the beast was un- 
caged? It’s hard to know whether to 
hope so, or to hope not. 

Ideological motivations for the 
shock troops of the Holocaust leg- 
end don’t seem attractive, from the 
standpoint of that group’s reputa- 
tion. So, what if their motivations 
are non-ideological? Maybe that is 
the sort of motivation one should 
have, if one is to advance a view of 
history (or not-history) that is to be 
accepted, taught, even believed, un- 
der conditions in which any oppos- 
ing or even questioning perspective 
is to be rejected as “ideologically 
motivated.” 

Non-ideological motivations for 
the IHRA’s perspective, as it hap- 
pens, abound. Cynical formulae, 
such as “follow the money” imme- 
diately raise their ugly heads under 
this rubric. To start with, IHRA is 
a non-governmental organization 
(NGO). That doesn’t mean it re- 
ceives no funds from the taxpayers 
of member countries; it just means 
the organization itself is not offi- 
cially part of any one government. 
Go ahead; follow the links in this ar- 
ticle and try to figure out how much 
each or any “member” government 
contributes to the operations of the 
IHRA. The governments are listed; 
the amounts they expropriate from 
their taxpayers are not. We don’t 
want those taxpayers finding any 
such thing out, now, do we? No, 
no a thousand times NO! Just keep 
your muzzle in the feedbag. Munch, 
but don’t talk. 

The IHRA’s employees, though 
they don’t go on about it, are paid. 
Did you think they lived on love? Of 
course, if you’re a teacher, you’ve 
got your own muzzle buried in a 
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similar feedbag somewhere, and 
if your muzzle is still so buried, 
you’ve long-since learned how to 
keep it there. Munch, but don’t talk. 
Sooner or later, of course, some- 
one commits some offense such 
that his snout gets ejected from the 
trough, and when that happens, ob- 
scure works such as Tova Reich’s 
My Holocaust emerge, but these are 
efficiently buried by the legions in 
the intellectual industries who are in 
thrall to the Holocaust Panopticon, 
and have never appeared on your 
radar screen. Never mind these. 
There’s money to be made here, in- 
cluding money offered up by Jews 
and others who might be disquiet 
about how they acquired their own 
fortunes, but who wish to gain ab- 
solution by supporting such enter- 
prises as the International Holocaust 
Remembrance Alliance. Millions 
accepted graciously, and benedic- 
tions conferred accordingly; go (to 
your final reward) in peace. 
Non-ideological motivations don’t 
appear to be serving our centurions 
of retrospective propriety very well, 
either; perhaps I have chosen poor- 
ly (for them—I wonder what they 
might have to say for themselves). 
The incessant, government-fund- 
ed and -enforced “remembrance” of 
the Holocaust is an albatross around 
the neck of Western civilization. 
Quite aside from the recriminations 
it bolsters among our various con- 
tending factions, quite aside from 
the billions in reparations it extracts 
from the long-suffering (and inno- 
cent) taxpayers of Germany, quite 
aside from whatever guilt it might 
impose upon the consciences of 
the millions of the following gen- 
erations, it sustains and undergirds 
armed assaults of stupendous mag- 
nitudes upon the hapless denizens of 
the Middle East who do not enjoy 
the sanctified advantage of Jewish 
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origins. 

The IHRA must be stopped. 
“Ideological motivations” must be 
explicated, to reveal their menda- 
cious implication. We—we of the 
rest of the world—must reject par- 
tisanship, must reject interested 
“historiography,” must reject all 


part in all of this miasma of fraud 
and exploitation. We could (or could 
we?) start by defunding the IHRA, 
the Holocaust Museum and Memo- 
rial, perhaps even, where we could 
find a means—a formula, even—the 
relevant activities of the United Na- 
tions. 


This mandate of Truth by Govern- 
ment (or NGO) must be forsaken. It 
is not enough that we haven’t heard 
about it. It is not enough that we 
reject its assertions. We must deny 
it its tapeworm-like access to the 
fruits of our own labor—its life- 
blood. And ours. 


A Modest Proposal for Chancellor Merkel 


( j ermany—or the German gov- 
ernment and its taxpayers, any- 


way—is all things to all people, at 
least so far as money, weapons and 
even Lebensraum (living space) are 
concerned. While Germany was still 
digging itself out of its own rubble, 
in 1952, then-Chancellor Konrad 
Adenauer generously donated ongo- 
ing reparations payments to victims 
of the Holocaust (goo.gl/kn76it), 
extracted from his surviving coun- 
trymen as they struggled to rise from 
their ashes. Since then, Germany’s 
hard-working Bundesfinanzministe- 
rium has ladled out uncounted bil- 
lions of dollars’ worth of these repa- 
rations to people said to have been 
harmed in, during, by, or around the 
time of the war that Germany lost. It 
is expensive to lose wars—more ex- 
pensive, even, than winning them, 
which isn’t cheap, either. 

So Germany, these past 63 years, 
has been taxing its survivors of 
World War II, their children, and 
now their grandchildren to com- 
pensate people (where the recipi- 
ents were not outright frauds; goo. 
gl/OQsefa) who might have been at 
risk of inconveniences at the hands 
of the German occupiers of the 
countries they said they were in at 
some such time as German forces 
might have passed nearby on their 
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way to someplace else. Well, there’s 
justice at least for those threatened 
by the vaunted Holocaust, and rath- 
er less justice for the grandchildren 
of the soldiers who were drafted into 
the Wehrmacht, and their wives, sis- 
ters, sons and daughters in time. 
And on top of that, the weapons. 
Back when Israel was first about 
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conquering its own Lebensraum in 
Palestine, German weapons aplenty, 
even Czech-made knockoffs of the 
vaunted Messerschmitt fighter, fig- 
ured critically into the success of 
the Palmach and its vicious aux- 
iliaries—knockoffs of the Waffen 
SS—the Irgun and the Stern Gang in 
eviscerating the existing Arab com- 
munities in the Chosen Homeland 
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of the Chosen People. But those 
weapons were, by hook or by crook 
(usually the latter) bought and paid 
for by the end users. In more-recent 
times, Germany has been giving 
such billion-dollar gifts as Dolphin- 
class submarines capable of cruising 
the world underwater and launching 
cruise missiles tipped with nuclear 
warheads at targets hundreds of 
miles inland (goo.gl/pm7SiH). Now 
that Israel is in full control of its hin- 
terland and rapidly expanding it be- 
hind walls and its total regional air 
superiority (courtesy of the Ameri- 
can taxpayers), Germany cannot 
bestow its cutting-edge brand-new 
military hardware upon Eretz Yis- 
rael fast enough, free for nothing! 
Deutschland, Quelle von allem 
(Germany, Source of Everything), 
the new national anthem might go, 
at least as heard in Israel. 

Now, with millions of Syrians and 
other Middle Easterners growing 
weary of living under the threat of 
bombs actually dropped by Ameri- 
can, Russian and other countries’ 
aircraft, and the attendant withering 
under years of such disruptions of 
their economies, Frau Bundeskan- 
zlerin offers not only what is left 
of her countrymen’s wealth (goo. 
gl/0xxtl), but their living space as 
well to incontrollable millions of 
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foreigners who find it rewarding in 
their present circumstances to take 
her up on her generous offer. Kon- 
rad Adenauer, move over; just when 
it seemed impossible, you’ve been 
outdone, once again at the expense 
of the beleaguered German taxpay- 
er. 

At the instance of its “democrat- 
ic” government, Germany is hem- 
orrhaging treasure and now space 
through more orifices than one 
would care to name, entirely over- 
looking its ongoing funding of fis- 
cal profligacy in Greece and other 
partners in the European Central 
Bank headquartered in Frank- 
furt. 

How much further can this go 
before the good (original) people 
of Germany rebel, or simply give 
up and drop dead of exhaustion? 
Couldn’t something give? No- 
bel Laureate Günter Grass has 
already attacked the military lar- 
gesse Germany’s government be- 
stows on Israel’s government by | 
way of eminently well-founded 
questioning on moral grounds, 
while he left the financial/eco- 
nomic effects to the accountants 
and other non-laureates who 
might concern themselves with 
such mundane matters. Con- 
struction of Dolphin-class weap- 
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weaponry. If reasonable victims 
of this profligacy begin to shout 
“Genug!” (Enough!), would there 
be anything that could be done for 
them without slighting the current 
project in second-hand altruism? 
Of course, there’s a great deal of 
pork to cut on this lumbering sow— 
the first problem to arise is simply 
where to start. Giinter Grass has re- 
soundingly pointed the way to start 
by merely citing undeniable moral 
imperatives (goo.gl/22FE4g); it’s 
conceivable that progress has al- 
ready been attained on this front. 


Migrants arriving in Germany. A witness: “Half 
an hour ago on the border between Italy and 
Austria | saw a huge crowd of immigrants. 


With all solidarity to people in difficult 


circumstances | have to say that what I saw 
arouses horror. This huge mass of people 
— sorry — but it’s an absolute wilderness ... 
Vulgar, throwing bottles, shouting ‘We want 


Germany’!” (goo.gl/6q4hijy) 


ments for policies attributed to the 
National Socialist government of 
Germany of early in the past centu- 
ry, the numbers of such people today 
could not be as many as 10,000. In 
the meantime, the ever-burgeoning 
class of mendicants under Germa- 
ny’s reparations program remains 
stubbornly above a million, largely 
on the score of survivors’ children 
continuing to collect payments to 
victims who died many years ago. 
We are today incontrovertibly look- 
ing at a program of guilt-ridden 
waste of greater than 99 percent, and 
from here, it can only get worse. 

It will have to be cut off sooner 
| or later—the lines of people with 
their palms outstretched will 
never go away, no matter how 
bald-faced the lying they have to 
do to get or keep their snouts in 
the trough. 

Could this be the time, when 
Angela Merkel has so gener- 
J ously offered not only her coun- 
trymen, but their country itself 
as well for the delectation of yet 
another people discommoded by 
prolonged warfare? Merkel may 
have to defend herself and her na- 
tion-dissipating policies against 
growing numbers of people who 
recognize how it is impoverish- 
ing them while threatening their 


ons systems is nothing if not a 
huge boondoggle for the benefit 
of the current regime in tax-ridden 
Germany, quite like the military- 
industrial complex that exercises 
so much power over the tapped-out 
American taxpayer. 

Angela Merkel, in any case, has 
hitched her political wagon to a 
powerful juggernaut of conscience 
in putting her countrymen’s living 
space and wherewithal at the dis- 
posal of millions of foreigners tired 
of the wars being waged in their 
homelands largely with imported 
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But there is another slab of fat that 
today demonstrably is wasted upon 
thousands—perhaps millions—of 
frauds or but-lightly qualified ben- 
eficiaries who in their turn besmirch 
Germans and Germany with an eter- 
nal mantle of shame for the alleged 
misdeeds of the forebears of ever- 
fewer of those today residing (or 
squatting) in Germany. 

Those reparations payments. If 
there ever was anybody to whom 
Germans could be said for any rea- 
son to have owed reparations pay- 
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peace and safety at the same 
time. Perhaps, along with serving 
justice (by discontinuing injustice) 
she could mollify those attacking 
her by shutting down the Confer- 
ence on Jewish Material Claims 
against Germany (www.claimscon. 
org/what-we-do/), save Germany 
a few billion euros, and put an end 
to one of the largest, most-enduring 
fraudfests our hectored world has 
had to bear the sight of. 
It would be a bold move, of bene- 
fit, for a change, to her countrymen. 
That’s why she’d never do it. 
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This Is What CODOH Will Do 


First of all, CODOH will both 
grow and shrink. It will grow, be- 
cause the CODOH Trust now in- 
cludes the publishing outlet Castle 
Hill Publishers (CHP) with all its 
book stock and copyrights. If well- 
maintained, this will give CODOH 
a steady source of income and re- 
duce the necessity to beg you all for 
money. CHP, established in 1998 by 
German revisionist Germar Rudolf, 
has been without any proper leader- 
ship during the years (2005-2009) 
of Germar’s incarceration for his 
peaceful dissent. When Rudolf was 
released in 2009, he had to keep liv- 
ing in Europe until the summer of 
2011. During that time Rudolf was 
always within the reach of the Ger- 
man prosecutors, so he could not un- 
fold his old level of activities. Even 
after his emigration to the U.S., he 
has still been wary of getting back to 
his “old ways”—once burned, twice 
shy. So CODOH will step in and 
take over legal responsibility, allow- 
ing Germar to pitch in as he sees fit. 
The course set by Germar will not 
change. CHP’s focus will remain on 
serious revisionist scholarship, with 
the prestigious series Holocaust 
Handbooks at its core, plus increas- 
ingly also video documentaries. 

CODOH will shrink by shedding 
some baggage. As indicated on page 
one of this issue, this issue of Smith s 
Report will be the last to appear in 
print. The entire operation will now 
move online, and only after each 
year will we put together a “Best 
of Smith’s Report” book, available 
for purchase from the usual sources 
(although the title may be different). 

The reason for this decision is 
simple: When we took over this 
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by the CODOH Trustees 


newsletter, we received a list of 
subscribers, no money, and no data 
about who had subscribed for how 
long (or donated when and how 
much). So we went out on a limb by 
producing five issue of Smith’ Re- 
port (most likely the average length 
of all running subscriptions) at our 
expense for some $3,500, with no 
money in CODOH’s bank account, 
using the resources of one of our 
generous volunteers. He hoped 
to get it back, once subscriptions 
would be renewed. 

As indicated on page one, that 
hope got thoroughly busted. Al- 
though shrinking subscription num- 
bers of print periodicals is quite 
normal these days, an utter collapse 
as we see it here is rather unusual. 
With hardly anyone being interested 
in the print edition of SR anymore, it 
is now Officially dead. 

This outcome is both disappoint- 
ing and a relief. It is disappointing 
because it looks like past donors and 
subscribers to the print edition of SR 
were not really interested in it, but 
were more likely interested in donat- 
ing to Bradley Smith out of a gen- 
eral feeling of loyalty to him, and in 
order to support his other activities, 
not at least his Campus Project. It is 
a relief, because the print edition of 
SR has always consumed much of 
both our financial as well as human 
resources. SR also impeded growth 
and attractiveness of our main out- 
reach tool, CODOH Web. 

Last month we decided that we 
will no longer collect papers and 
news items for SR each month, ef- 
fectively holding them back, but 
will publish them on the CODOH 
blog instantly and then summarize 
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the most interesting ones in the SR 
print edition. We had to do this, be- 
cause CODOH now mainly lives 
from traffic to its website, not from 
its SR readers, and our main goal is 
outreach to the general public, not 
preaching to the choir. For this rea- 
son, our website needed to be more 
vivid and attractive, with new items 
posted regularly and frequently. 

Hence the pieces all fell into their 
proper places: Smiths Report has 
moved completely online, is now 
one with the CODOH library. 

We are currently revamping the 
admin side of our website to facili- 
tate posting news items and papers 
to the point where all of our volun- 
teers should be able do it, even with- 
out any knowledge of html code— 
similar to how a WordPress site 
works. (We cannot use WordPress 
or other free software like Drupal 
and ModX, because our site has way 
too much traffic, which such PhP/ 
MySQL software cannot handle). 
This will increase the amount of 
individuals who can and will write 
papers and news items for CODOH, 
again increasing the site’s appeal. 

We are striving to maintain 
CODOH’s Campus Project, finding 
new ways to promote it, and new 
personalities to represent it, in order 
to prepare it for a future without our 
founder. 

We will also expand our activi- 
ties to create more documentaries 
and other video productions, and 
to place them in public venues, be- 
cause a picture is worth a thousand 
words. But that also depends on con- 
tributions from you, our supporters, 
sponsors and volunteers! 
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Persecution and Prosecution of Revisionists 
Protecting German Consumers from too Much Tolerance 
by David Merlin 


Ga Federal Minister of Jus- 
tice and Consumer Protection 
Heiko Maas has announced that 
Facebook must obey German law 
even if free speech is curtailed: 

“Holocaust denial and inciting 
racial hatred are crimes in Germa- 
ny, and it doesnt matter if they’re 
posted on Facebook or uttered out 
in the public on the market square... 
Germany has zero tolerance for 
such expression.” 

In a crafty move, Maas charged 
Facebook with ignoring complaints 
from users that “their protests on 
racist posts have been ignored.” Not 
only is Maas forcing Facebook to 
censor its own website but he wants 
Facebook to respond quickly to the 
complaints of self-appointed cen- 
sors. 

“The internet isnt a place where 
laws are ignored, where indictable 
comments can be spread with impu- 
nity,” 

Maas said, adding: 

“Theres no scope for misplaced 
tolerance towards internet users 
who spread racist propaganda. 
That’ especially the case in light of 
our German history.” 

Mr. Maas has been protecting 


Y 


Heiko Maas (top) and his 
doppelgänger Adolf Eichmann 
(bottom) 

No scope for misplaced tolerance... 


German consumers from too much 
tolerance since 17 December 2013 
when he became minister. He is a 
leader in the Sozialdemokratische 
Partei Deutschlands. 


Voluntary Self-Monitoring 

In response, Facebook has formed 
a partnership with Voluntary Self- 
Monitoring of Multimedia Service 
Providers, a German watchdog 
group that monitors online hate 
speech. The social network also 
plans to create a task force to exam- 
ine the issue of hate speech, invit- 
ing community groups, companies 
and politicians to share their exper- 
tise on the topic. The company also 
plans to launch a broad campaign 
to promote a counter campaign that 
will debate and challenge the views 
of xenophobia. 

CODOH will try and participate in 
the Task Force, present information 
about Revisionism, and defend Free 
Speech. The people at CODOH feel 
that there is nothing anti-Semitic or 
racist about questioning history. We 
also think that everyone should be 
concerned about Heiko Maas’s at- 
tempts at controlling ideas people 
post on their Facebook pages. 


The Case of Axel Möller 


“We remember only belatedly and 

with hesitation the suffering that 

came to Germans during the war.” 
— Giinter Grass 


Smith's Report - www.SmithsReport.com 


by Roberto Hernandez 


n an essay written by Robert G. 
Moeller, titled Germans as Vic- 
tims? Thoughts on a Post—Cold 
War History of World War IT's Lega- 
cies, one is allowed to ask if those 
who are condemned by their World 
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War II crimes in history can also be 
viewed as victims of this historical 
event. Moeller says: 

“Against the background of de- 
bates over what shape the Holo- 
caust Memorial should take, many 
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Germans were also discussing how 
to commemorate other legacies of 
World War II. Consider a few ex- 
amples. In 1992, Helke Sanders 
film Befreier und Befreite (Libera- 
tors Take Liberties) presented the 
past of the thousands of German 
rape victims of Red Army soldiers at 
the war 5 end. [...] Two years later, 
as the fiftieth anniversary of the 
war s end approached, papers were 
filled with pictures of victims of the 
war—in particular expellees driven 
out of eastern Europe at the war’ 
end and the victims of Allied bomb- 
ing raids—and images of Germans 
mourning their dead and struggling 
to survive in the rubble.” 

Although this is not a revisionist 
text by any means, here the war nar- 
rative seems at least for a moment to 
distract from those whose mantra is 
the orthodox Holocaust history with 
its terrible Nazis; to actually allow 
seeing the real destruction that war 
is. Most of the Holocaust narrative 
seems to forget the other side of the 
coin. In fact it virtually states that 
there is no “other” side. 

In this same essay Moeller contin- 
ues: 

“Günter Grass... speaking as part 
of a forum on the ‘future of memory ‘ 
in Vilnius in October 2000, declared 
that the writer ‘remembers as a pro- 
fession, ’and his list of those to be re- 
membered included European Jews, 
Sinti and Roma and slave laborers 
persecuted by the Nazis. But he also 
commented on how ‘curiously dis- 
turbing’ it was that ‘we remember 
only belatedly and with hesitation 
the suffering that came to Germans 
during the war.’ Grass claimed 
that only in the margins was it pos- 
sible to read stories of the ’death 
of hundreds of thousands of civil- 
ians, [killed] by saturation bomb- 
ing, and the expulsion and misery 
of some twelve million East German 


Smith's Report - www.SmithsReport.com 


refugees.’ It was finally time, Grass 
mused, to give voice to the ‘silence 
of the victims.’”’ 

Well, Grass, a Nobel laureate and 
arguably the most important Ger- 
man writer alive at this time, was 
able to say almost anything... al- 
most... but aside from this brave 
and clear thinking, happening in a 
“controlled forum” and surely com- 
pletely “sanitized” of any ideology, 
it seems expressing publicly what 
you think in Germany is not free 
of risk. Discussing risky ideas that 
may challenge the orthodox view 
may be punishable, if what you say 
happens to be considered offensive 
by the German state, racist or hate 
speech. Publishing unpopular ideas 
is the fastest and easiest way to get 


Axel Moller 


yourself before a judge in a court- 
room, where the outcome of the trial 
has been determined already by a 
legal environment that prohibits 
the accused from defending him- or 
herself. 

This happened to another German 
citizen, Axel Möller a publishing 
activist and fighter for free speech, 
born on April 9, 1964, in Stralsund, 
a historical Hanseatic city on the 
shores of the Baltic Sea. From 1997 
to 2011, Möller had been running 
the website called Altermedia Ger- 
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many that developed out of another 
website in which he participated 
called Stértebeker-Netz. Alterme- 
dia became a very successful site 
by publishing political and cultural 
news, publishing also revisionist 
topics, criticizing Zionism and Jew- 
ish influence. It is important to note 
that Möller was doing his editing job 
in the shadows. He was not openly 
working as the editor of Altermedia 
in Germany. But that still did not go 
very well for him. 

By 2007 the secret service 
“Verfassungsschutz”—‘“constitutio- 
nal protection”’—of the Federal 
Republic of Germany referred to 
the website in its annual report in 
2007 as “one of Germany’s most 
important information exchanges” 
prejudging “the main discussions 
within the right-wing”, and saying 
“it was an organ of anti-Semitism.” 

Although he had already been 
punished for “inciting the masses” 
in 2000 and then again in 2002, the 
sentence was suspended, and lapsed 
in 2004. 

In October 2011 the German gov- 
ernment started a new case against 
him, this time with evidence from 
spying on him that he was the editor 
of Altermedia (http://en.metapedia. 
org/wiki/Altermedia). On this accu- 
sation, the prosecution presented 50 
items, most of them reader opinions, 
that the prosecution did not like, as 
it violated the strict rules against 
free speech zealously enforced by 
the German State. 

In August 2012 the prosecutor 
served him with a new indictment. In 
the Federal Republic of Germany, it 
is possible to pick comments from an 
internet article and charge the author 
of this article so they can start a new 
proceeding to sentence him to more 
years in prison. On March 27, 2013, 
Axel Möller was sentenced to anoth- 
er year of prison by this method. 
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Irishman Sentenced to 5 Months in Jail for Doubting “Holocaust” 


On October 29, 2015, the Irish 
Independent reported that the Irish- 
man Dermot Mulqueen had been 
sentenced to 5 months in prison 
for having smashed up his TV with 
an ax on a public square in Ennis, 
Ireland, on Holocaust Memorial 
Day (http://goo.gl/my8i8N). Mul- 
queen had lost his faith in the Ho- 
locaust after watching David Cole 5 
Auschwitz documentary, which had 
been produced in cooperation with 
CODOH _ (http-//goo.gl/wN2cyk). 
Since Ireland does not have any 
laws prohibiting revisionist state- 
ments, his act of “performance art” 
was prosecuted as a violation of Ire- 
land's Firearms Act and the Public 
Order Act. —CODOH 


his surrealistic jail sentence be- 

longs in a novel by Franz Kafka 
or George Orwell; not in Irish juris- 
prudence. 

It seems that presiding Judge Pat- 
rick Durcan based his ruling entirely 
on the principle that the defendant 
gave “offense.” The Irish people 
are allegedly so utterly offended by 
Mr. Mulqueen’s blasphemous ac- 
tion and speech concerning facets of 
World War II history, that he is to be 
confined in jail for five months. 

Is the prevention of “giving of- 
fense” the foundation of truth-seek- 
ing? 

With all the hubbub in Irish media 
now about the alleged thought con- 
trol and censorship of the Catholic 
Church of the past, how is it that the 
heresy-hunt continues in the pres- 
ent, only this time in the secular 
sphere, and waged by the govern- 
ment itself? 

Shall Irish Zionists be imprisoned 
for giving offense due to negative 
characterizations of Palestinians, or 
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by Michael Hoffman 


has a special category of the offend- 
ed been created for what the judge 
in this case hyperbolically termed, 
“the greatest crime perpetrated...in 
the history of mankind”? 

It seems that formerly protected 
sacred Catholic dogma has been re- 
placed with newly protected sacred 
World War II dogma. What does it 
say about the merits of any dogma 
when it requires the protection of 
the state in order to maintain its ca- 
chet? 

Perhaps some day soon the Irish 
will purge themselves of the need 
to erect any doctrine maintained 


Dermot Mulqueen 


by the state, and instead tolerate 
all dissidents whose “offensive” 
behavior may actually lead human- 
ity to an encounter with uncomfort- 
able thoughts and new perspectives 
which advance knowledge and 
which government-enforced confor- 
mity can only suffocate. 

Is there to be freedom only for 
daring to mock and satirize Catholic 
Christianity, while satire directed at 
Holocaustianity results in freethink- 
ers being imprisoned by judges who 
have a religious-like awe for disput- 
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ed aspects of secular history? 

Two days after the Irish Inde- 
pendent reported Mulqueen’s con- 
viction, your paper published an 
essay, “The menace of censorship 
still surrounds sexuality.” I quote: 
“It is 55 years since (Edna) O’Brien 
published The Country Girls... 
O’Brien’s literary debut challenged 
the sexual and social repression of 
1950s Ireland. For daring to speak 
the truth to that culture of fear and 
repression, much of it aligned to the 
then omnipresence of the Catho- 
lic Church, The Country Girls was 
banned by the Irish Censorship 
Board and copies burned by her lo- 
cal church.” 

Can Irish society be so blind as to 
issue encomiums for O’Brien’s right 
to offend conservatives, while hand- 
ing down a jail sentence to Mul- 
queen for “daring to speak” what he 
believes is true? [...] 

There should either be freedom of 
speech for all or freedom for none. 
The conviction of “Holocaust” her- 
etic Dermot Mulqueen ought to be 
quickly overturned in the spirit of 
Irish independence of mind. 


CODOH’s comment: Though 
CODOH lobbies for a free exchange 
of ideas on the Holocaust, violently 
chopping up one’s private property 
with an ax in public isn’t exactly 
what we mean by that. Such an act 
not only scatters debris in the imme- 
diate surroundings, but this debris 
could also potentially hurt someone. 
Hence, such an act requires prior 
permission from the authorities and 
proper safety measures. 


So please do NOT try that at home 
or in public! 
[The complete article is online.| 
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18 More Months of Imprisonment for Gerhard Ittner 


We received the following text from 
Gerhard Ittner four weeks ago. It 
explains a little more thoroughly his 
legal case in Germany (on which we 
reported in SR #217) as well as his 
attitude toward his harassment by 
the “German” judiciary. Unfortu- 
nately, and as expected, the German 
judges trying his case did not heed 
Ittner’s appeal for freedom of the 
human spirit, and sentenced him on 
Nov. 17, 2015, the 27th day of the 
trial, to another 18 months of im- 
prisonment — without probation. 


fter the end of my imprison- 
ment in Bayreuth (on Oct. 15, 
2014, served to the last day without 
any easing of detention conditions), 
I was immediately transferred to 
the Nuremberg jail due to a new in- 
dictment for “inciting the masses.” 
I arrived at Nuremberg on Octo- 
ber 16, 2014, and on October 16, 
2015, I was unexpectedly released 
from custody. The arrest warrant 
had been vacated. The trial contin- 
ues. The cancellation of the arrest 
warrant took place on October 16, 
2015, in the courtroom during the 
25th day of the trial. The Inquisi- 
tion had thought that by mid-June 
the trial would be over after 14 days 
of hearings. By early August, I had 
already worn them down with my 
deliberations to such a degree that 
they dropped 13 of the 18 charges, 
hoping to wrap up the trial faster. 
Yet I remained faithful to my line. 
At that point, there had already 
been 25 trial days, and there is no end 
in sight. To that end, I make the In- 
quisition realize that the further du- 
ration of the trial has to be measured 
not in months, but in years. They are 
tired of it and desperate at this point, 
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by Gerhard Ittner 


these sorcerer’s apprentices. They 
wish they had never started the trial. 
Already on the first day of the trial, 
which is taking place in Nuremberg 
Courtroom #600 — the same room 
where the infamous International 
Military Tribunal was once staged 
— I told the court: “Those who put 
Gerhard Ittner on trial, will have to 
deal with trying Gerhard Ittner!” At 
that time, they probably thought that 
this was only idle patter. After 25 
days of wrangling, however, they 
may look at it differently. 

On 7 October 2015, the 23rd day 
of the trial, the court offered to re- 
lease me from pre-trial detention if 


Gerhard Ittner, Nov. 17, 2015, 
in the Nuremberg courtroom 
where he was sentenced on 

that day to another 18 months of 
imprisonment. 


I abstain from filing any more mo- 
tions. My answer was: “I will not be 
blackmailed!” At the next hearing, 
on October 15, I began at once with 
a new 37-page motion. It dealt with 
my request that the court specify 
the legal basis permitting the Fed- 
eral Republic of Germany (FRG) 
to “confiscate” a non-citizen of the 
FRG living abroad who has neither 
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an identity card nor a passport of 
the FRG (as was the case with me) 
— much as Negro slaves were cap- 
tured in Africa in the past. They did 
so by making false claims to the lo- 
cal authorities about my nationality, 
claiming that I was a German citizen 
[Ittner had renounced his German 
citizenship a while ago—ed.], in 
order to kidnap me for the purpose 
of committing a violation of human 
rights by means of prosecuting me 
for thought crimes in the FRG. 

Two more motions of mine fol- 
lowed. 

As happens during almost every 
hearing, I got thrown out of the 
courtroom on October 15 as well. 
I frequently get thrown out of the 
court room several times a day — 
due to “impropriety” or “insulting 
the court”. (If one is already in pre- 
trial detention, one can hardly be 
threatened with detention...) How- 
ever, no progress can be made this 
way, because they cannot continue 
without me without creating a seri- 
ous ground for an appeal. So I am 
brought back after a while, and the 
game continues. A lot of time is 
wasted that way, though — which 
is precisely what the court does not 
want to happen... 

On October 16 we were at it again 
hammer and tongs; I was thrown 
out of the courtroom for insult- 
ing the court, was put into a cell in 
the basement, as usual — and when 
I was brought back, the presiding 
judge told me that my arrest warrant 
had been vacated and that I was a 
free man. No one had expected that. 
Perhaps the court speculates that I 
might lose some interest in a long, 
drawn-out trial if I am a free man. 

Here is an example of how I argue 
in court in my motions: 


No. 218, December 2015 


“The prosecution of thoughts ex- 
pressed with words or in writing is 
a crime against the spirit and against 
the most elementary human dignity. 
Because if you deny people the right 
to freely express their thoughts and 
views on things, you deny them the 
essence of their dignity as creatures 
capable of independent thought. 
For a person endowed with intel- 
lect, such mental slavery is worse 
than physical bondage. For this rea- 
son, the FRG is not only the most 
vicious and excessive dictatorship 
against dissidents, who are even 
kidnapped by it from abroad for the 
punishment of thought crimes, as in 
my case. This state is furthermore a 
dictatorship of the mind against the 
God-given human spirit. It tramples 
human dignity underfoot. 

“Tt is revealing that one pseudo- 
argument of this dictatorship is the 
claim that expressing an opinion 
disliked by the system and by the 
mafia of do-gooders would ‘violate 
the human dignity’ of this or that 
putative victim. This pseudo-argu- 
ment is at once perverted and easy 
to see through, and is used to justify 
the unjustifiable violation of human 


rights committed with this prosecu- 
tion of thought crimes. Expressing 
an opinion, however, is simply un- 
able to endanger human dignity; 
quite to the contrary, human dignity 
absolutely requires freedom of ex- 
pression as an inalienable right. It 
is at all events unworthy and a sign 
of egomaniacal conceit for anyone 
to be ‘unable’ to endure discomfit- 
ing expressions of opinion. After all, 
who is more violated in his human 
dignity: the one who subjectively 
feels insulted by the views of others, 
because he arrogates that in a world 
of 7 billion people nobody should 
express other views than his own; or 
the one who, like I, gets kidnapped 
with criminally violent methods 
by the judiciary from abroad and 
thrown into jail merely because of 
his completely non-violent, disfa- 
vored expressions of opinion? 

“[...] I therefore want to point 
out that no regime in the world has 
the right to prescribe to free-born 
men, which opinions about things 
or about the stories told by others 
they may or may not express; or to 
prescribe, which opinions are per- 
mitted, and which are not; and to 


10 Months Prison for Ursula Haverbeck 
by Santiago Alvarez 


87-year-old Ursula Haverbeck 
of Vlotho, Germany, has been sen- 
tenced to 10 months’ imprisonment 
by the Hamburg District Court on 
Nov. 11, 2015 for expressing doubt 
as to the orthodox Holocaust narra- 
tive during a German TV interview. 
(See our article on her in SR #215.) 

Haverbeck repeated her opinion 
both during the trial and afterwards 
when interviewed by German TV 
journalists. 

The German government prosecu- 
tor claimed that Haverbeck’s “fa- 
natical delusion” had not abated and 
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that, despite her advanced age, she 
must be sent to prison. The judge 
agreed. (See http://goo.gl/xLI2cZ; 
also youtu.be/ElpmXaO6VO0k). 
This case made front-page news in 
Germany’s largest tabloid Bild Zei- 
tung on Nov. 13, 2015 (see below). 
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prescribe under the threat of impris- 
onment what they must believe and 
may not doubt, critically contest, 
and openly say that they simply do 
not believe in it. 

“I want to point out that this crime 
of thought-crime prosecution as 
a violation of human rights is the 
most disgusting barbarism of judi- 
cial criminality of the 21st century. 

“T...] If a politicized judiciary 
misuses the ‘legal notoriety of the 
Holocaust’s obviousness’ to pre- 
scribe to every single human being 
and every private individual what 
they have to opine about the Holo- 
caust narrative as canonized by the 
victors’ historiography, then this is 
not only a false application of this 
legal fiction, but it amounts to rap- 
ing the rule of law. [...] “An alleg- 
edly ‘liberal and democratic state 
under the rule of law’ which cannot 
even cope with that much freedom 
of expression, is neither liberal nor 
ruled by the law. It can wither away 
— as did communist East Germany 
in 1989. [...]” 


For the full text of this article see the 
online version. 


German Facebook Trap 
by Gerhard Ittner 


Because a man in Germany felt 
upset during a Facebook exchange 
over the denial of deliberate murder 
of Palestinians by Israelis, he post- 
ed a satirical comment that, “after 
all these lies, I slowly get to doubt 
the truth of the Holocaust.” “It’s all 
fake! All propaganda!...” With state- 
ments like this, he caused the Ger- 
man authorities to clamp down on 
him. On Nov. 9, 2015, the defendant 
was sentenced to a fine of €5,000 for 
inciting the masses in a way capable 
of endangering public peace—with a 
Facebook post read by 34(!) people! 
(http://goo.gl/xi LUOE) 
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You would think that a Court of 
“Human Rights” would defend the 
rights of a comedian to make jokes 
with a biting social commentary, 
Right? Cartoons about Mohammed 
or mocking Jesus Christ are humor- 
ous. Correct? Well... think again. 

Europe’s top human rights court 
has rejected an appeal by the con- 
troversial French comic Dieudonné 
M’Bala M’Bala, saying the right to 
free expression does not protect anti- 
semitism or Holocaust denial. 

Dieudonné, as he is known, fin- 
ished a December 2008 performance 
by inviting Prof. Robert Faurisson 
on stage and then having an actor 
dressed to resemble a concentration 
camp prisoner offer him a prize. He 
was convicted of hate-crime charges 
by a French court in October 2009 
and fined €10,000. He lost repeated 
appeals, and took his case to the 


Strasbourg-based European Court M 
of Human Rights, which rejected the f 
complaint as inadmissible (goo.gl/ | 


STAv7S; goo.gl/GIHMVL). 

The Court based its ruling on the 
fact that Dieudonné must have known 
that Faurisson is one of the leading 
revisionists, and that their remarks 
would be disapproved of by Jews. 

“The Court thus concluded that 
Dieudonné M’Bala M’Bala had 
sought to deflect Article 10 from 
its real purpose by using his right 
to freedom of expression for ends 
which were incompatible with the 
letter and spirit of the Convention 
and which, if admitted, would con- 
tribute to the destruction of Conven- 
tion rights and freedoms. ” 

My goodness! 

The ECHR ruling is even odder 
given that on October 15, 2015, the 
same court vacated the conviction by 
a Swiss court of a Turkish citizen who 
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Forbidden to Laugh 
by David Merlin 


had denied the Armenian genocide 
(goo.gl/VCGKkz). Why would the 
ECHR judges let someone off who 
accused Armenians of falsifying his- 
tory and adamantly allow the punish- 
ment of a comedian and social critic? 

The problem is that M’Bala 
M’Bala is black (his father is from 
Cameroon). A black man challeng- 
ing Holocaust Belief undercuts the 
claim that Revisionism is “racist.” 
Even worse, Dieudonné’s growing 
audiences consisted mainly of young 
disenfranchised Blacks and Arabs/ 
French. 


Dieudonné M’Bala M’Bala 


Dieudonné is an iconoclast. He has 
accurately spotted the Great Taboo of 
Western Society and holds it up for 
ridicule. The young and disenfran- 
chised loved the see the sacred icons 
mocked. 

In reality, Dieudonné’s audiences 
probably have less knowledge of or 
concern with the alleged history of 
the “Holocaust” than the judges of 
the ECHR who enforce Holocaust 
Belief. Dieudonné was busted for 
having a revisionist on stage under 
the smear of having committed a 
“Hate Crime.” 

The Court missed Dieudonné’s 
irony of having Faurisson awarded a 
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“prize” by another victim of bigotry. 
The professor has been attacked, 
fined, arrested and stripped of his job. 
He is the modern pariah, punished 
and attacked for NOT believing. Of 
course, if the judges had made the 
connection between concentration 
camp inmates and persecuted revision- 
ist scholars, they would not have been 
able to reject Dieudonné’s appeal. 

Clearly, the French government 
is after Dieudonné. In 2013, Prime 
Minister Manuel Valls, who was 
then the country’s interior minister, 
stated that he would try and ban all 
of the comedian’s performances after 
M’Bala M’Bala joked about a Jewish 
journalist being sent to a gas cham- 
ber. The ban on his shows has been 
upheld by French courts. On 14 June 
2006, Dieudonné was sentenced to a 
penalty of €4,500 for defamation af- 
ter having called a prominent Jewish 
television presenter a “secret donor 
of the child-murdering Israeli army”. 
On 26 June 2008, he was sentenced 
in the highest judicial instance to a 
€7,000 fine for his characterization 
of Holocaust commemorations as 
“memorial pornography.” On 8 June 
2010, he was sentenced to a fine of 
€10,000 for defamation of the Inter- 
national League against Racism and 
Anti-Semitism, which he had called 
“a mafia-like association that orga- 
nizes censorship”. 

On 10 October 2012, he was fined 
€887,135 for tax evasion, and on 25 
November 2015, he was sentenced to 
two months’ imprisonment by a Bel- 
gian court for his remarks about Hit- 
ler (“sweet kid,” “joyful braggart’) 
and for Holocaust denial committed 
during a show he gave in Liége, Bel- 
gium, in 2012 (goo.gl/amJt4r). 


For the full text of this article see the 
online version. 
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Revisionist Activities 


im Rizoli 

has created 
two more doc- 
umentaries of 
“Extraordinary 
Revisionists.” 
They feature “revisionist power- 
house” Germar Rudolf (Toben’s 
words) in an interview in early 
November lasting some two hours, 
which was conducted in his home 
in Pennsylvania (youtu.be/7IQIn-i- 
wL4), and Dr. Fredrick Toben from 
Australia in a Skype interview (some 
100 min; youtu.be/2ttS Y5qpZWk) 


he Barnes Review released Ge- 
rard Menuhin’s Tell the Truth 
and Shame the Devil. Menuhin, a 
Germanophile Jew from a famous 
family, says the “Holocaust” is a 
wartime propaganda myth which 


by Santiago Alvarez 


has turned into 
an extortion 
racket; Ger- 
many is mostly | 
innocent for 
starting WWII; |S 
and during the 
1930s Ger- § 
many was con- 
fronted by a 
powerful Jewish-dominated world 
plutocracy out to destroy it... (shop. 
codoh.com/book/406). 


TELL 
TRUTH 

Sr SHAME: 
4 i) DEVIL 


n Nov. 14, during Jez Turner’s 

London Forum, Lady Michèle 
Renouf and Richard Edmonds 
launched an initiative to help law- 
yers who get prosecuted for free 
speech violations. Centerpiece in 
this effort is the new website Jail- 
ingtheLawyers.com. See their pre- 


sentation at youtu. 
be/e-3RCnuuBKk. 
The current focus 
is on supporting 
German lawyer \\ 
Horst Mahler. Lady 
Renouf has released a 


DVD 
featuring an interview with him dat- 
ing from 2008. All who donate to 
support him will receive a copy of 
this DVD. 


ric Hunt’s docu- 

mentary The 
Treblinka Archae- 
ology Hoax was 
shown on a local 
cable TV channel at 
10pm on the eve be- 
fore Thanksgiving. We will report, 
if there are any repercussions from 
this. 


re i 
si 


a 


chaeologry 


OAX 


Fragments 


The Human Face of Holocaust Revisionism 


Bradley R. Smith 


*** Today I was sent an update to 
the Webpage of Heather McCalden, 
the daughter of David McCalden, 
the “conceptual” founder, with Wil- 
lis Carto, of the Institute for Histori- 
cal Review. She is rather a beauty, 
and into ballet and related arts. I re- 
member her as a little girl. When I 
think of David the first image that 
comes to the brain is the night in 
Santa Monica at a dark, very nice 
bar, with him and his wife Vivi- 
ana. She was of Puerto Rican back- 
ground, very good looking, and 
a professional psychologist. That 
night we were drinking and David 
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was talking. And talking. After an 
hour or two of his talk he got up to 
go the men’s room and I observed to 
Viviana that “David needs someone 
to talk to.” 

She nodded her head thoughtfully. 
We didn’t go on about it. When I 
went to Heather’s Webpage today 
and saw her face I was reminded of 
her mother. I was watching a video 
of her doing ballet when Irene came 
into the office and I showed the vid- 
eo to her. She said Heather’s face 
made her think of David. You can 
take a look for yourself here: www. 
heathermccalden.com 
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A second unimportant view of Da- 
vid comes to mind. One day in Hol- 
lywood I was standing on the corner 
of Hollywood and Vine, waiting to 
cross Vine to my office, when David 
drove past driving a van registered 
to the Los Angeles airport. He was 
transporting passengers. Once he 
left the IHR he had no income, so... 
He didn’t see me standing there. 
That was the last time I ever saw 
him. He died a couple years later 
of pneumonia rooted in AIDS. He 
was something of a lady’s man so 
we didn’t think he was gay too. One 
of his jobs at that time was to work 
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as a doorman (bouncer) at a 
nightclub in West Los Ange- 
les that catered to Persians, 
or Iranians as we would say 
now. There he was in place to 
meet a lot of ladies, a lot of 
ladies, some of whom were 
probably not overly dedicat- 
ed to personal cleanliness. 

A few months, maybe a 
year after David died, Vivi- 
ana got sick. AIDS. There 
came the time when she was 
to give up David’s collection 
of books and papers. I could 
not take them but I dropped 


T j 
` 


one-story barracks from World 
War II. The doctor for our ward 
was Dr. Silverman. One morn- 
ing I told him that I was getting 
headaches at night. I recall him 
saying: 

“Well, 
PTSD.” 

“What’s that?” I said. 

I don’t remember what words 
he answered with. But he was 
smiling in a way that made me 
think I was not facing a tragedy. 
He gave me some aspirin. I sup- 
pose I took them and, in any 


you might have 


David McCalden 


event, the headaches stopped. 


by their house to look in on 
the act. I was there a short 
while with some others when Vivi- 
ana came slowly out of her bed- 
room. She greeted me quietly and 
I responded with a stupidity that I 
have never been able to forget. 

“Viviana. Hello. You look good.” 

She did not respond, but turned 
slowly and went back into her bed- 
room and closed the door. I never 
saw her again. Their daughter, 
Heather, was taken in by Viviana’s 
mother and taken very good care of. 
As you will see when you visit her 
Website. 


*** “About Me” by Heather Mc- 
Calden. A unique couple paragraphs 
from her Website. 

“At the bottom of it, you could 
say I’m deeply concerned with time. 
The passing of it, and its consequent 
preservation. The movement of time 
unnerves me; one feels it coming 
and going without much to show 
for it. As a result I deal conceptu- 
ally with loss, nostalgia, defeat, and 
appropriation, hoping, somehow, to 
create some type of personal resolu- 
tion in regards to lost time. 

“I manage this preoccupation by 
creating images—ones that unfold in 
real time, and others that are frozen 
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and cut-off from their original con- 
texts. All images, whether they’re 
aware of it or not, whether they are 
moving, still or performed live, deal 
in the currency of duration, and they 
are in turn comments on this — even 
if they fail to recognize it. I take this 
to heart in my work and attempt to 
delineate the effects of these com- 
ments while making some of my 
own.” www.heathermccalden.com 

The young Ms. McCalden is 
unique, as was her father. 


*** A moment ago the subject of 
PTSD appeared in the brain out of 
the blue. I have no idea why or how. 
But I was here on the computer so 
I Googled PTSD. There it was. A 
study by Walter Reed Army Medi- 
cal Center said about 1 in 5 soldiers 
returning from Iraq and Afghanistan 
suffered from PTSD (http://goo.gl/ 
MppYmu). 

Okay. I am aware that it is a sub- 
ject that is around these days, all the 
time. I always have the same reac- 
tion when I hear about it. Memory 
reminds me that, when I was in army 
hospitals after Korea, there was no 
talk of PTSD. Ever. I only recall it 
being mentioned one time. I was in 
the hospital at Camp Cooke, Cali- 
fornia. The wards were converted 
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For some reason I cannot ex- 
plain, that memory folded into 
this one. 

One day after the army when I was 
living with my folks in South Cen- 
tral Los Angeles (where they used to 
do the riots), I was driving the car on 
the freeway toward Hollywood. I do 
not know what was going through 
the brain, but as I approached an un- 
derpass near Western Avenue there 
was a moment when it occurred to 
me to drive the car head-on into the 
concrete structure supporting the 
bridge. The urge to do it reached 
into the left arm, the one I was us- 
ing to steer, causing an impulse to 
turn the wheel toward the concrete, 
then it passed and I turned the wheel 
back and drove on my way. That 
was the first, and the last, time that I 
ever felt such an urge. 

In the subjective mind, I think 
maybe the brain made a connection 
between the above two events that 
I have never thought to try to make 
consciously. I am not certain what 
is being suggested by the apparent 
connection. 


*** Nature is busy creating abso- 
lutely unique individuals, whereas 
culture has invented a single mold 
to which all must conform. It is gro- 
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tesque.—Jiddu Krishnamurti 


*** Professor Arthur Butz did not 
say this. Last night I dreamed that 
Arthur Butz stated: “If it occurred 
in the universe it is in Confessions.” 
When I woke up it was still dark. 
I remembered his words exactly. I 
was kind of astounded. If it occurred 
in the universe? The brain turned to 
Confessions of a Holocaust Revi- 
sionist, my first book. How could 
that simple book draw such a state- 
ment from an Arthur Butz? At the 
same time, I understood that the 
dream was a production of my own 
brain, not that of Arthur Butz. 

And then for me there was the tie- 
in of this statement with one Butz 
had given me years ago and which 
I still use. There was the same, sim- 
ple, forceful clarity of expression in 
each. The first was the question that 
I have been asking professors for 
years: “Can you provide the name, 


with proof, of one person killed in 
a gas chamber at Auschwitz?” The 
two words, “with proof,” created a 
single sentence that called into ques- 
tion the core history of the 20th cen- 
tury. Somehow, in the middle of the 
night, the brain not only produced 
an Arthur Butz stating that “If it oc- 
curred in the universe it is in Confes- 
sions,” but constructed a subjective 
link of the “Confessions” statement 
and the “with proof” question. 

Later in the day my friend Ted 
called and I told him about the 
dream. He asked me if Butz had 
read Confessions of a Holocaust 
Revisionist. I said I didn’t know, 
or didn’t remember. And Ted said 
that the dream might be about my 
last book, not the early one. I hadn’t 
thought of that. That made more 
sense. All my stuff is structured as 
“confession.” Particularly the last 
book, A Personal History of Moral 
Decay. 


A bell rang for me. In Moral De- 
cay there are “visions” of the Devil, 
of God, of great destroyed cultures 
at the bottom of the sea , of a mur- 
derous ape with a pair of pliers ex- 
pressing the will of the — well, the 
universe. Stuff I actually “saw.” 
Okay. But what was the process the 
brain took to have Professor Arthur 
Butz state in my dream that: “If it 
occurred in the universe it is in Con- 
fessions””? 

No idea. 


*** Tf you find the work I have 
done these last 25 and 30 years, and 
trust that the work I intend to do now 
is worthwhile, please take a moment 
to contribute to: 

Bradley Smith 

PO Box 439016 

San Ysidro CA 92143 

Or Online at: codohfounder.com/ 
please-contribute/ 

Thank you, Bradley 
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